No Peace in Vietnam 


What a farce is presented by the pained 
surprise of Western liberals at the breakdown 
of peace in Vietnam! Anyone with a wit to 
rub against another should have known that 
for the Communists the truce talks in Paris 
were just a propaganda exercise and a means 
of disarming the Americans. We ourselves 
predicted that the Reds would open up the 
war again just as soon as it suited them. 

This has been confirmed by American 
military intelligence from documents cap- 
tured earlier this year from the North 
Vietnamese. These documents gave a time- 
table for Communist action following the 
signing of the truce. 

First: Communist operatives through- 
out South Vietnam were instructed that 
headquarters would not communicate with 
them for five months, precisely, after the 
accords were signed; they were to rely 
exclusively on previously issued orders. 


Second: The Communist units in the 
South were instructed to institute on their 
own initiative acts of terrorism, assassinations, 
demonstrations and resistance aimed at 
destroying confidence in the South Viet- 
namese Government and to prepare for 
widespread oerpations scheduled for approx- 
imately July Ist, 1973. 

Third: Communist cadres were in- 
structed to foment incidents which would 
make it appear that it is the Saigon Govern- 
ment which is breaking the peace agreements. 

Fourth: Demonstrations centred 
around genuine grievances were to be 
organised with older men and women in the 
forefront. Later the demonstrators would 
include skilled and armed Communists. 

Fifth: Major action will take place 
after July Ist, 1973. 


Phony Protest 


What lies behind the massive protest 
by the Australian and New Zealand govern- 
ments against French nuclear tests in the 
Pacific? Is it really concern for the danger 
of radio-active fall-out or is it something 
else? 

We are not scientists and do not 
therefore attempt to comment whether fall- 
out does in this case represent an environ- 
mental hazard or not. What we can say with 
certainty is that even if it didn’t and the two 
governments knew that it didn’t their song 
and dance about the matter would be 
undiminished. 

Both governments concerned are 
governments of the far left, and to the left 
there is no greater crime imaginable than for 
nations outside the favoured circle of ‘super- 
powers’ (i.e. powers acting as the faithful 
agents of the world’s secret government) 
taking it upon themselves to possess an 
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independent nuclear force. For the purposes 
of those shaping the future of the world to 
their own ends, nuclear sovereignty on the 
part of a country like France is a heresy just 
as it is on the part of a nation like Britain. 
Nations with their own nuclear bombs might 
be tempted in some future contingency to 
act independently in the defence of their 
own interests instead of allowing themselves 
to be coerced into following the inter- 
nationalist, pro-communist UNO line. Inde- 
pendent nuclear forces therefore are opposed 
with vigour and with passion. 

Radio-active fall-out may well be a 
danger to be watched; what is a much greater 
danger is for a nation that values its freedom 
to leave itself without the weapons to defend 
it. It seems that the French recognise this; 
so should we. 


Not Mindless 


Everything that has been said in the 
papers about the vicious assault on Professor 
Hans Eysenck at the London School of 
Economics we can agree with — except for 
one word and that is the word ‘mindless’. 

The Professor courted the hatred of 
the left by stating that the scientific facts 
confirm that there is an inequality in in- 
telligence between white and black races. 
After a skirmish at Birmingham University, 
he was attacked and bloodied up by a left- 
wing mob at the LSE. All the country was 
shocked, and the press described the 
attackers as ‘mindless thugs’. 

The thugs, however, achieved the pur- 
pose of their attack; they stopped Eysenck 
from speaking and obtained from him an 
admission that he did not relish the prospect 
of speaking again at any seat of learning on 
race inequality. They have achieved similar 
results in universities all over the country, 
threatening blue murder if any speakers were 
allowed a platform whose views they op- 
posed. Several instances have occurred of 
National Front speakers having their 
invitations to speak at universities and 
colleges cancelled after threats of violence 
from the left. Neither the threats nor the 
cancellations have been popular with the 
majority, but they have nevertheless been 
effective. 

The left knows in fact that our tired 
bourgeois society will do anything rather 
than have trouble. It will capitulate to any 
kind of nastiness provided it is nasty and 
threatening enough. When the old order is 
decadent and gutless, violence and intimi- 
dation against it always pay off. 

Free speech will one day be restored at 
our universities, but not by the victory of 
‘reason’, not by the ‘persuasion’ of the left 
to allow it. It will only be restored when 
those who value it back their faith up with 
the strong arm of self-defence, when left- 
wing hooligans know that their efforts to 
suppress people by force will end up by them 
themselves being carried off the premises 
with black eyes and broken ribs. 


EYSENCK 
Victim of calculated thuggery 


In the present situation pertaining at 
universities this does not happen and the left 
knows it will not happen. The left’s 
hooliganism is far from ‘mindless’; it is 
calculated. The left calculates correctly the 
cowardice of ‘moderate’ students and of 
established authority. 


Selective Racialism 


We hear that the Synagogue Council 
of America is determined to stop broad- 
casting of a new TV show called “Bridget 
Loves Bernie” because of its comedy treat- 
ment of the difficulties that result from the 
marriage of Bridget, an Irish Catholic, and 
Bernie, a Jew. 

“‘Intermarriage waters down the stock,” 
said Rabbi Balfour Brickner, chairman of the 
Council’s committee on films and broad- 
casting. “It’s a threat to the survival of the 
Jewish Community.” 

We can see the Rabbi’s point. TV 
programmes that serve to break down racial 
integrity are a menace and should be opposed. 
Full marks to America’s Jews if they are 
opposed to any such programmes, and full 
marks to them for making an organised 
protest against them. : 

Isn’t it strange though that when any 
White Gentile ethnic group makes the same 
protest it is immediatley greeted with 
vituperative shouts of ‘racialism’ and 
‘Nazism’ on the part of the mass media, with 
some of the loudest shouting of all coming 
from the kith and kin of Rabbi Brickner. 

Why is racial integrity and self-defence 
a right extended to some peoples and not to 
others? Will someone tell us, because we 
would love to know. 


Hushing Up History 


A proposal to build a London memorial 
to the 14,500 Polish officers and men 
massacred in cold blood by the Russians at 
Katyn in 1940 has been held up by the 


Church of England. 

For more than two years the men 
seeking to set up this memorial to Britain’s 
wartime Polish allies have been subjected to 
every kind of opposition. 

The Foreign Office tried to talk them 
out of it on the grounds that the massacre 
should be forgotten in the interests of 
Anglo-Soviet relations. 

When this failed the FO then urged that 
at least the date of the incident should be 
omitted from the inscription so that people 
reading it would assume that the Poles were 
murdered by the Germans, who at the time 
were not in that part of Poland. 

Having surmounted the Foreign Office 
hurdle, the sponsors then met opposition 
from several borough councils. At last the 
Royal Borough of Kensington and Chelsea 
agreed to find a site for the memorial on 
consecrated ground in St. Lukes Gardens, 
Chelsea, and gave planning permission for it 
to be set up. 

Now the London Diocesan Advisory 
Committee has turned the project down for 
the most ridiculous reasons. First it claims 
that the disturbance to existing tombs in 
erecting the monument might distress local 
residents, though nobody has been buried 
there fore nearly 100 years. 

Secondly, it suggests that erecting the 
monument is not in keeping with the 
Church’s principle of reconciliation. 

This little episode should serve as a 
sinister token of the fantastic extent to 
which our institutions are infiltrated by 
people who, if not committed communists 
themselves, are certainly prepared to play the 
communist game by whitewashing the blood- 
stained Soviet regime. 

The time has surely come for the 
emergence of a British Senator McCarthy 
to expose and purge communists and their 
lackeys from positions in church and politics 
as well as everywhere else. 


The Final Testimonial 


Some years ago your Editor had his 
attention drawn to Time and Tide, which 
was by repute a right-wing and patriotic 
monthly. He decided to give it a try by 
taking out a subscription. 

After a year of reading mainly wishy- 
washy liberal articles, he gave the magazine 
up in disgust and left renewal appeals un- 
answered. Behind all its flag-waving, Time 
and Tide had turned out to be no different 
from the rest of the junk emanating from the 
mass media lie factory. As a source of 
enlightenment on what is happening in the 
world, it was decidedly inferior to the 
Morning Star and Socialist Worker. 

The other day there came into our 
hands a copy of a brochure advertising Time 
and Tide and begging for subscriptions. In it 
were testimonials from various public figures, 
presumably thought to add to its prestige. 
Among these were Lord Thomson, Rupert 


Murdoch and Mr. Edmund de Rothschild. 
A pity that the same brochure was not 
circulating around years ago. Had your 


Editor known that Time and Tide was 


approved in Rothschild quarters, he might 
have saved himself a pound of two. At least 
we now pass on the tip to others for what 
it’s worth! 


Watergate 


Last month Spearhead declined to 
comment on the much publicised ‘Watergate’ 
affair. One reason was that it is an 
American internal matter and there is some- 
thing positively repulsive about the way in 
which British newspapers and periodicals 
nowadays grab hold of every domestic issue 
in the United States and cogitate on it at 
length as if it were of great interest and great 
concern to the British public. 

The other reason was that we felt that 
there was more to the affair than met the 
eye, and that if there were aspects of it that 
had international reverberations these had 
yet to be disclosed. It did not seem that the 
decision to ‘bug’ the Democratic Party 
headquarters could be explained purely by 
considerations of electoral advantage, as was 
at first claimed. It seemed prudent to wait 
for further developments before passing 
comment. 

The full facts of the affair still have 
not of course come to light, but a most 
fascinating — and by no means incredible — 
theory about it was supplied by Chapman 
Pincher in the Daily Express on May 18th. 

Mr. Pincher reported a story going the 
rounds in US intelligence circles that Nixon 
aides initiated the bugging and burglary of 
the Democratic headquarters as a result of 
information that the party had received a 
secret donation from the Cuban Government 
at the prompting of certain elements in 
the Kremlin. 

It was considered that if these facts 
got out it would prove highly detrimental 
to Nixon’s policy of ‘detente’ with Moscow, 
and that therefore they ought to be hushed 
up, even at the cost of great political 
embarrassment to the Nixon Government. 

While no proof has yet come to light 
as to the truth of this story, there is a 
certain logic in it that is lacking in other 
theories as to the origins of the Watergate 
scandal. The past quarter-century is riddled 
with instances of facts relating to the inter- 
national communist conspiracy being sup- 
pressed by influentially placed people close 
to the centre of power in the United States 
and indeed other Western nations. Earlier 
in this column we have related how Com- 
munism’s secret allies in Britain have 
managed to obstruct the building of a 
memorial that reminds the world of Soviet 
atrocities. 

It is an interesting fact that Pincher’s 
information has not been mentioned in any 
of the other major papers. 
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EXPLODED - THE MIVTH 
HAT WE TEED 


IMMIGRANT DOCTORS 


THE apologists for coloured and foreign 
immigration into Britain have a favourite 
argument when all others are exhausted: it is 
that certain vital industries and public services 
depend on immigrants for their functioning. 
This argument is in the long run specious, for 
no industry or service permits a vacuum 
indefinitely; if there is a shortage of labour, 
conditions simply have to change to attract 
that labour. All the industries and services 
now being run largely by immigrants were 
run in the past without them. 

One service frequently quoted as 
depending on immigrants is the National 
Health Service, and there is no doubt that 
today an enormously high proportion of 
workers in the NHS are immigrants. Did this 
have to be so? Would we have no adequate 
health service today but for immigrant 
doctors? A report in the Daily Telegraph 
Colour Supplement on May 4th has cast some 
revealing light on this question. 

The report begins by stating that while 
one third of hospital doctors in Britain come 
from abroad medical schools here are having 
to turn away an alarmingly high percentage 
of prospective British doctors. 

To give an example, Manchester’s new 
£12,000,000 medical school receives far 
more applicants for places from British-born 
would-be medical students each year than it 
can make available. This year the application 
rate has increased by 37 per-cent. Said the 
Executive Dean, Dr. F. B. Beswick, “We 
really only have 162 places, butI’ve managed 
to squeeze in an extra 20. Choosing the 
lucky 182 has been more difficult than ever 
before, for not only have applicants increased 
in quantity, but also in quality.” 

“In the next two weeks,” said Dr. 
Beswick, “I’m going to have to turn away 38 
prospective doctors, all of whom I consider 
first rate material for medicine, both aca- 
demically and temperamentally.” 

At the London Hospital Medical 
College in Whitechapel, Dr. John Ellis also 
confirmed a big selection problem. “This 
year,” he said, “we have had several hundred 
applications from graduates. Normally we 
take five or six degree people. Selection has 
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been a real headache. I could have filled the 
school with graduates if I chose.” 

“This situation,’ said the report, 
“repeated at medical schools up and down 
the country has a certain irony in the light of 
our dependency on overseas doctors to keep 
the NHS ticking over.” 

According to the report, the shortfall, 
in terms of British doctors per head of the 
population, is blamed jointly on a failure in 
manpower planning and an increase in 
medical emigration between 1957 and 1968. 

Nearly 30 years ago, in 1944, the 
Interdepartmental Committee on Medical 
Schools — the Goodenough Committee — 
recommended a future intake for British 
medical schools of about 2,500 students a 
year. Allowing for wastage during training 
and the loss of foreign students, who would 
return to their own countries when qualified, 
it was estimated that this would provide an 
annual output of around 2,100 doctors for 
the NHS. 


SHARP CUT-BACK 


In 1957 a further committee appointed 
by the Health Departments — the Willink 
Committee — reversed this recommendation. 
They advised a sharp cut-back in medical 
school places, with the result that in 1965 
only 1,500 completed training — 600 less 
than those estimated as likely to be needed 
in the 1944 report. 

The effect was to cause a substantial 
shortage of doctors. This was exacerbated 
by the migration of many overworked and 
frustrated British doctors, tempted by better 
pay and prospects abroad. 

This shortage was of course met by the 
flood of doctors from overseas. 

The fault for the situation that now 
exists lies principally with the Willink Com- 
mittee. By drastically reducing the number 
of places open to British medical students, 
they caused the shortage. Now, although 
the medical authorities say that they are 
trying to correct this error, they cannot do 


so adequately unless they are willing to give 
medical training to all British students who 
apply and have the necessary qualifications. 
This would mean drastically reducing the 
number of immigrant doctors in hospitals to 
make way for them once they qualified. This 
the authorities are not prepared to do, and 
so we have the ridiculous situation described 
at the beginning of this report, in which 
huge numbers of talented British would-be 
doctors are being turned away. 

In the opinion of many leading medical 
spokesmen, the standards of a great number 
of immigrant doctors are well below those 
required by British medical schools, so that 
the general quality of the health service 
suffers. 

It all leaves one wondering — was the 
recommendation of the Willink Committee a 
genuine mistake? Or was it a recommen- 
dation made on orders from above, in 
compliance with a policy of leaving great 
shortages in the health service to be filled by 
immigrant doctors? We ask this because such 
a miscalculation seems quite incredible where 
experts on the health service are concerned. 

Whatever the answer, the fact remains 
that there are ample people of British 
nationality ready soon to fill vacant places 
in our health servicé. The allegation that the 
service would not run but for overseas born 
doctors is therefore downright rubbish. 
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TOM ANDERSON 


AN AMERICAN 
VIEW OF U.N.O. 


Reprinted with acknowledgements to AMERICAN WAY FEATURES, Nashville, Tenn. 


WE who oppose the United Nations are 
called isolationists, kooks, haters, and 
aginners. Like the bar fly who fell asleep in 
his chair. Another drunk rubbed a little 
limburger cheese in his moustache. The 
limburger lad awoke, staggered up to the 
bartender, and said: “‘Ain’t it awful!” 

“Ain’t what awful?” 

“The whole world stinks!” 

To me, everything in the U.N. stinks. 

The U.N. is immoral in concept and in 
action. It is an ill-conceived mixture of oil 
and water, friend and enemy, Christian and 
cannibal. Putting our faith and fortune, life 
and liberty into the hands of the U.N. is like 
a cow entering a cage of hungry lions to vote 
on what they'll have for dinner tonight. 


AN INCREDIBLE DREAM 


World brotherhood through the U.N. 
is an incredible dream requring the im- 
possible unification of Christ and anti-Christ, 
morality and immorality, freedom with 
slavery. 

Free nations cannot unite with police 
state nations. Free armies can’t integrate 
with unfree. Free people can’t unite with 
slaves. Parliamentary palaver can’t produce 
peace. World peace can’t be bought by 
surrendering sovereignty to any kind of a 
world government — even a moral one. 

We must have a foreign policy based 
on American strength instead of U.N. weak- 
ness. Based on right instead of wrong. On 
God instead of the Devil. 

The U.N. is Communism and Com- 
munism has no morals. The Communist 
philosophy, and hence the U.N. philosophy, 
is to lie, cheat, murder, and destroy whatever 
individuals or whatever civilisations stand in 
Communism’s way of taking the world. 


CONCEIVED BY CRIMINALS 


The U.N. Charter was conceived in sin, 
by criminals, American traitors and Marxists. 
Molotov and Hiss secretly set it up so that 
the military chief of the U.N. would always 
be a Russian, appointed by the Kremlin. 

Since the U.N. was founded, the Com- 
munist criminals have increased their slavery 
from 250 million to one billion people. 
Since the U.N. was founded, there have been 
more wars than for any similar period in 
history — most of them incited by the 
Communists. 


The U.N. is a talkathon, by a mouth 
with no teeth and two tongues, one in each 
cheek. 

“The U.N. favours disarmament.” 
Certainly! So the Communist U.N. will 
control the world. ‘The U.N. favours 
peace.” Certainly — the peace of the 
graveyard, the peace of the firing squad — 
after the bodies have been dumped in the 
mass grave. The peace of surrender. ° 


ALL PLANNED THAT WAY 


People prattle about the United 
Nations “failures”. They were not failures; 
they were planned that way! The UN. 
“failure” to win in Vietnam; “‘failure’’ to 
prevent Communist infiltration of Central 
and South America; “failure” to win in 
Korea; “failure” to prevent the rape of Cuba, 
Tibet, Hungary, Czechoslovakia, Katanga and 
the Congo; “failure” to restore freedom to 
the people of Latvia, Estonia, Lithuania, 
Poland, East Germany, Bulgaria, Rumania, 
Yugoslavia, Russia and China. 

These were not failures! These were 
U.N. successes! The U.N. is the enemy! As 
General MacArthur stated, the Communist 
head of the U.N. military staff reviewed all 
orders going from the Pentagon to General 
MacArthur and gave them to the enemy 
before MacArthur received them. This was 
treason and treason is, to say the least 
immoral. 


AGAINST RULERS OF DARKNESS 


Have you ever heard of a Marxist, a 
Communist, a Liberal, a Black Panther, a 
C.F.R. member, a Rockefeller, a Fonda, a 
Hiss, a Kissinger being against the U.N.? It’s 
got to be immoral! 

Perhaps the point is put best in 
Ephesians 6:10—12, where the Bible com- 
mands: “Finally, my brethren, be strong in 
the Lord, and in the power of His might. 
Put on the whole armour of God, that ye 
may be able to stand against the wiles of 
the Devil. For we wrestle not against flesh 
and blood, but against principalities, against 
powers, against the rulers of darkness of this 
world, against spiritual wickedness in high 
places.” 

We cannot oppose evil by com- 
promising with evil. We cannot go forth 
into all the world and spread the gospel of 
Jesus Christ if we deny Jesus Christ in the 
United Nations, in our schools, and in our 


daily lives. We become part of what we 
condone. 

The United Nations plays chess while 
we play poker. The enemy’s moves are 
coldly calculated all the way. We lost pot 
after pot because our cards are marked, the 
deck is stacked and the dealer is crooked. 
But we stay in the game because it’s the 
only game in town. 


GREATEST FRAUD IN HISTORY 


The devil has certainly been in hog 
heaven in recent years. A preacher an- 
nounced one recent Sunday that there are 
746 sins. Ever since then he’s been plagued 
with phone calls asking for copies of the list. 

They say the U.N. building must be 
enlarged. So must Hell (Isa. 5:14). The 
U.N. and its handmaiden Communism, are 
two sides of the same coin — the greatest 
fraud in all history. 

One world “brotherhood” and “‘inter- 
nationalism” are projects of the Devil, not 
of God, for God has prescribed nationalism 
(Deut. 32:8). In fact, God divided the 
people into nations to keep them from 
being destroyed (Gen. 9 and 10). 

So, when we defend the sovereignty of 
our nation, we are doing God’s will. But 
unless more people get involved, Christian 
and non-Christian, the next generation of 
Americans will experience what Walt Rostow 
called “an end to nationhood” — which 
means an end to American liberty. 


FATHER OF LIES AND LIARS 


The Bible tells us that the Devil — the 
father of lies and liars — will deceive the 
whole world (John 8:44). Again and again 
the Bible warns us not to be deceived, 
especially during the last days, by Satan — 
the prince of the oen-world system (John 
12:31; 13:30; and II Cor. 4:4). 

Ever since Satan’s fall, his plan and 
insatiable ambition has been to establish one- 
world government under himself. A world 
without God, without human freedom, with- 
out morality, without nationalism, without 
marriage, family, home. A world of enslaved 
robots under the Anti-Christ. 


All patriots should read 


CANDOUR 


The British Views Letter 
edited by 
A.K. Chesterton 


Published by Candour Publishing Co, 
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Croydon, Surrey. 
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JOHN TYNDALL 


REPATRIATION OR 


NATIONAL RUIN? 


REPATRIATION of immigrants by voluntary 
or obligatory means? This, it appears, is 
what we are all arguing about at the moment. 
Well, it is something that we have come that 
far. A few years ago to talk about re- 
patriation at all was to mention the un- 
mentionable, to raise matters that one just 
didn’t raise in ‘decent’ circles. Times have 
changed and, thank heavens, sanity is a little 
more widespread. A serious issue is at last 
being discussed seriously. 

But still not seriously enough. I was 
struck by this thought as I watched the 
whole business debated on Weekend World, 
an ITV Sunday morning programme last 
month. The main topic of the programme 
was the leadership battle in the Monday Club 
between Messrs. Jonathan Guinness and 
George Young, but it turned out that a big 
factor in that battle was a divergence of 
viewpoint on repatriation. Mr. Young 
believed that repatriation could only be made 
effective in the long run by it becoming 
obligatory; Mr. Guinness was adamant that a 
voluntary scheme was as far as we should 
dare to‘'go. What I found worthy of further 
analysis was not Guinness’s view as such — 
which is a common enough platitude in 
contemporary politics — but the reasons he 
gave for it. 

The whole thing is, for Mr. Guinness, a 
moral issue! He sees the obligatory re- 
patriation of immigrants as an operation that 
would cause considerable hardship to many 
members of the immigrant population and 
which would require measures of state which 
are thoroughly distasteful to him. He made 
it quite clear that if he were faced between 
the choice of applying such measures and 
accepting a multi-racial Britain he would 
prefer a multi-racial Britain. 


INTELLECTUALLY PATHETIC 


I find Mr. Guinness’s attitude, and that 
of people like him, pathetic in two ways: 
intellectually pathetic because it betrays a 
confusion of mind in its total disregard for 
historical imperatives, and morally pathetic 
because I detect behind this confusion of 
mind a desperate desire not to swim too far 
from the shallow waters of effete British 
liberal opinion and their soothing properties. 
It is the kind of thinking that characterises 
the whole of the last half-century of British 
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twilight; better to lower the flag gracefully 
and with gloves on than to dirty well 
manicured hands in the fight to keep it 
flying! 

What about the historical imperative 
side? To my poor peasant way of thinking, 
there cannot be any greater historical im- 
perative to us than the survival of the British 
people — and by that I do not mean the 
mere physical survival of the people living in 
the British islands, but the survival of British 
civilisation, culture, technology, custom and 
tradition as we have known these things for 
the last 1,000 to 2,000 years, meaning the 
survival in the British people of the qualities 
of mind and character that have given rise 
to these things. 

The Egyptians survived — if by that 
you mean that there are still people living in 
Egypt today. The peoples of South America 
survived — in the sense that that semi- 
continent is still highly populated. 

But as for the survival of the great 
civilisations that once existed in those areas 
— all that remain of these are a few items of 
archaeological interest. The races that 
enabled such civilisations to live are bio- 
logically almost extinct,hence the civilisations 
themsleves are extinct. 


NICE, TRENDY TERM 


Multi-racial society in Britain? Yes, 
nice trendy, idealistic term. But what 
happens when we follow the concept to its 
conclusion? It means the ultimate integration 
of black and white, of brown and white, the 
crossing of immigrant stocks with our own 
native British stock, the eventual complete 
changing of the British breed. 

If it should be claimed that the numbers 
of immigrants left behind after a programme 
of voluntary repatriation had been carried 
out would be insufficient to bring this about, 
I would immediately deny that claim. In 
the first place, there are far too many 
immigrants doing very nicely for themselves 
in this country to want to leave it. Secondly, 
the fact that the greater number of immig- 
rant families now have children born here 
will make them reluctant to leave the only 
country that their children know. Thirdly, 
the higher immigrant birth-rate will in- 
exorably increase their numbers as a 
proportion of the total population. There 


can be no argument about the fact that, if 
allowed to stay here, they will eventually 
outbreed us; the only argument is when. 

And along time before the outbreeding 
process catches up on us we will have racial 
trouble in this country on a scale many times 
what it is now, probably on a scale com- 
parable with that of the United States. 

No doubt the likes of Jonathan 
Guinness will say that this might not happen. 
I say that it will happen, but I will argue on 
his terms if he prefers; let us say that it 
might not — this itself is an acceptance that 
it might. The very fact that it might happen 
is reason enough to take out an insurance 
against it. The very fact that wars might 
happen is reason enough for us to maintain 
armies and navies, to store weapons; we 
don’t wait till we know that a war will 
happen before we take these steps. 

If there is a possibility that a racial 
conflagration might happen, and that in the 
longer term the British people might undergo 


ose 


Outside a cinema in Southall aed 


a fundamental change trhough racial mixture, 
that they might be outbred by immigrant 
stocks; is that not sufficient reason to take 
all necessary steps to avoid such a possibility? 

No person in his right mind wants to 
see hardship brought to the immigrants in 
the process of repatriation. 

But when the choice is between re- 


patriation of the immigrants, with the 
possibility — indeed the probability — of 
hardship to some of them, and the alternative 
that exists — of race conflagration that will 
cause certain hardship to many more im- 
migrants and native British, followed by the 
eventual racial extinction of the Btitish 
nation — I am dumbfounded that anyone 
could hesitate over the matter, that anyone 
could contest that repatriation by whatever 
means necessary is the only solution. 

There is no denying that the needs of 
decency and humanity in this world impose 
upon us some restraints as to the way that we 
conduct our affairs, but no promptings of 
decency or humanity have ever in history 
justified in a people that they risk their 
future extinction! 

My enjoinment to the Jonathan 
Guinnesses of this world therefore is: for 
God’s sake come down to earth and meet 
the situation face-to-face, stop talking in 
dainty abstractions and declare on which 
side you stand. Are you on the side of 
national life or national death? Let us know 
now; there isn’t time to waffle any more; the 
reap == are falling and the tide is flooding 
in 


New Vocabulary 


By U.S. Congressman JOHN R. RARICK 


ONE of the saddest of all commentaries on 
the entire Vietnamese war settlement came 
in the form of a question posed by one of 
the returning POW’s the other day. In all 
seriousness, he asked: “Who won the war?” 
To his utter amazement, he could not get 
an answer. 

The returning Prisoners of War have a 
great deal to learn about the American 
culture into which they are returning. A 
great many changes have taken place in 
people’s attitudes and thinking during their 
absence. 

For instance a new language is emer- 
ging. The meaning of older words are 
changing and completely different con- 
notations are attached to them. 

When the Dictionary was being written 
by our leaders “victory” was one word 
immediatley stricken. “Surrender” and 
“cease-fire” are the two most common 
synonyms used to replace it. Phrases such 
as “‘peace with honour” are being used to 
replace “withdrawal” and “‘retreat”’. 

Translation of the rhetoric used by our 
government leaders may be necessary before 
repatriated POW’s understand the meaning. 
For instance, when the Secretary of Defence 
makes a statement that U.S. economic assis- 
tance to Hanoi depends on the stability of 
the Vietnam peace settlement, a translation 
is in order. What is meant is that if the 
Communists agree to behave, we'll give 
them $2.5 million in bribe money. 

There is a great deal for the returning 
POW’s to relearn. Some may even be 
labouring under the mistaken idea that wars 
are fought to be won. 


MARCH & MEETING 


Saturday, July 7th 


THEME:- 


LEAN UP BRIA 


@ IMPEACH GOVERNMENT TRAITORS 


@ GET RID OF STUDENT TROUBLEMAKERS 
@ HANG DRUG-PUSHERS 

@ TACKLE THE CRIME-WAVE 

@ FIGHT COMMUNISM IN THE CLASSROOM 


MARCH BEGINS:- 


SPEAKER’S CORNER 
MARBLE ARCH 
LONDON W.1. 
4.30 p.m. 


MEETING BEGINS:- 


CONWAY HALL 
RED LION SQUARE 
LONDON W.C.1. 


6.45 p.m. 


SPONSORED BY:- 


National Front 
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THE ATTACK ON 


PART 2 


SOUTHERN AFRICA 


“WE CAME to kill all Europeans, not only 
selected groups. You cannot select women 
and leave them out of it. If I were to seea 
white child at a vantage point, I would kill 
it there.” The statement of a captured 
terrorist, who, with a band of Chinese- 
trained and armed African Guerillas had 
infiltrated into Caprivi, the north east tip 
of South West Africa. This South African- 
administered territory is today faced with 
hostility in both terrorist and political form, 
and could make World headlines in the 
near future. 


S.W.A.P.0O. 


The extremists responsible for the 
terror campaign are the South West Africa 
People’s Organisation, which was founded 
in Cape Town in 1957 on the advice of 
well-known South African leftists. In 1961, 
after years of agitation, Sam Nujoma, 
‘President’ of S.W.A.P.O. and the more 
prominent conspirators, fled South West 
Africa because of their role in instigating 
a disastrous riot in the capital Windhoek. 
In December 1962, these exiles met in Dar 
es Salaam to plan all-out guerilla warfare 
with the objective of undermining and even- 
tually dominating S. W. Africa. Financial 
backing and insurgency training came from 
Algeria, North Korea, the Soviet Union and 
China. And on August 26th 1966, the first 
clash between S.W.A.P.O. terrorists and 
South African police took place at Ongulum- 
bashe, in northern South West Africa. In 
the early stages S.W.A.P.O. avoided the 
security forces wherever possible and con- 
centrated on isolated white farmsteads. This 
was in line with Nujoma’s statement that 
S.W.A.P.O. “would use all methods” to 
achieve its ends. Later guerilla tactics 
included attacking police posts and adminis- 
tration buildings. On June 21st 1967, the 
Terrorism Act was passed in the South 
African Parliament, as a direct result of the 
situation in S. W. Africa. And S.W.A.P.O. 
officials subsequently arrested admitted 
accepting the Communist ideology. 

South African para-military police are 
now engaged in a concentrated counter- 
offensive against S.W.A.P.O. terrorists along 
S. W. Africa’s extensive borders. No easy 
task, as the South West Africa-Zambia border 
is 146 miles long; the South West Africa- 
Angola border is 866 miles long and the 
South West Africa-Botswana border 870 
miles long. After their training in Eastern 
countries, the guerillas are billeted at base 
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camps in the staging areas, just inside the 
Zambian border with S. W. Africa’s Caprivi 
Strip. They then infiltrate this border and 
also through Angola and Botswana. The 
Angolan guerilla army M.P.L.A. (which is 
generally acknowledged the most formidable 
in Africa) has recently placed its resources 
at the disposal of S.W.A.P.O. This move 
could increase efficiency and pose a new 
threat to the security forces of South West 
Africa. 


S.W.A.P.0.’s POLITICAL ACTIVITIES 


S.W.A.P.0O. representatives have re- 
cently visited several European capitals for 
talks with Heads of State, including E.E.C. 
President Dr. Mansholt, pressing for the 
boycott of South African goods. The 
movement also has influential sympathisers 
in the United States. But it is the U.N.O., 
which has given S.W.A.P.O. international 
recognition and Observer status, where 
S.W.A.P.0. does most damage. The General 
Assembly refers to S.W.A.P.O. as ‘National- 
ists’ engaged in a ‘Liberation Struggle’. 
S.W.A.P.O. also has offices in London (a 
haven for foreign agitators and revolutionaries 
since Marx) and influential friends within 
the Labour Party. A member of S.W.A.P.0.’s 
Committee addressed the A.A.M. meeting 
at the Labour Party Conference in October 
1971. He stated that although the subject 
of S. W. Africa was less familiar to British 
audiences than Rhodesia and South Africa, 
the latter’s vulnerability on the issue should 
be exploited. 


U.N. vs. S.W.A. 


A far more serious threat to the 
security of South West Africa, are the 
designs of the Afro-Asian dominated U.N.O.. 
A former German colony, S. W. Africa was 
mandated to South Africa by the League 
of Nations in 1920. The Mandate stated 
that South Africa was to administer the 
territory and apply its own laws, as to an 
integral part of the Union. A barren under- 
populated country, South West Africa soon 
became modern and prosperous under South 
African administration. The Second World 
War led to the establishment of the United 
Nations Organisation; which declared that it 
had superseded the League of Nations and 
demanded that the League Mandate be 
transferred to the U.N.. Under no legal 
obligation and complying with the in- 


habitants’ wishes, South Africa declined. 
In 1960, sixteen new African countries 
had joined the U.N., and the Afro-Asian 
bloc now made up half of the Organisation’s 
membership. This, added to the overbearing 
influence of the Communist bloc, kept the 
spotlight on South West Africa. Also in 
1960, Ethiopia and Liberia contesting the 
legality of the South African administration, 
brought action against South Africa before 
the International Court. After years of 
legal proceedings, in which South Africa 
had set out the true facts and invited the 
Court to inspect the territory, the claims 
of Ethiopia and Liberia were dismissed on 
18th July 1966 on the grounds that they 
had no legal right or interest in the country. 
This decision brought a wave of hysteria 
from the U.N. General Assembly, which 
declared that it henceforth ‘terminated’ the 
Mandate and ‘renamed’ the country 
‘Namibia’, and that the administration in 
South West Africa was now ‘illegal’. 


U.N. ARROGANCE 


In reply, South Africa reaffirmed that 
she would not allow the inhabitants of 
S. W. Africa to be forced into an artificial 
unit against their wishes. And in accordance 
with those wishes, the South African 
Odendaal Commission recommended the 
establishment of ten homelands for the 
indigenous inhabitants and a five-year 
development plan financed by the South 
African Government. This was seen by 
the U.N. to be the establishment of Apar- 
theid (Separate Development) in the territory, 
which it proclaimed was a “‘crime against 
humanity”. Pretoria, still desiring to reach 
an understanding with the U.N., invited 
UN. officials to tour South West Africa. 
In November 1961, the Carpio-de-Alva 
Mission visited and published a subsequent 
report approving of the South African ad- 
ministration. This report was rejected by 
the U.N.. In March 1972, U.N. Secretary- 
General Dr. Waldheim (after pre-travel talks 
with the S.W.A.P.0O. committee in Geneva) 
arrived in Windhoek. Despite the obvious 
contentment of the country’s Africans, who 
enjoy better education, better health and 
social services, full employment and higher 
wages than the Africans in the Black States 
north of the Zambezi, Dr. Waldheim was 
unmoved. South Africa then offered a 
plebiscite, which was arrogantly dismissed 
by the U.N., and more recently.an Advisory 
Council. S.W.A.P.0.’s U.N. Observer team 
has termed them ‘Gimmicks’. 


DEMOCRATIC 


Completely democratic, South West 
Africa has its own Legislative Assembly, 
which governs internal affairs, while sending 
M.P.’s to the South African Parliament. 
All African institutions, including trade 


unions, are protected by law and even 
S.W.A.P.O. political branches are not banned. 
The Africans enjoy freedoms undreamt of 
in the Black States to the North. But the 
opponents of the free South, while paying 
lip-service to the welfare of Africans, seek 
only the destruction of civilisation and 
freedom for all races. And the very fact 
that governments of Southern Africa provide 
for multi-national instead of multi-racial 
entities is heresy to a citadel of inter- 
nationalism like the United Nations. The 
U.N. now has a permanent Council on 
‘Namibia’, and the recent appointment of 
Chinese delegates to senior positions, casts 
an ominous cloud on the future. 


‘WORLD OPINION’ 


Whatever its original ideal, the United 
Nations Organisation has now become a 
rostrum for Black racism, masquerading as 
effort-for-equality. The issue of South 
West Africa is overshadowed by Rhodesia. 
But should Rhodesian independence be 
recognised in the future, all the hatred of 
the U.N. would be turned upon South West 
Africa. The General Assembly terms S. W. 
Africa as “a grave threat to international 
peace and security”, and has hinted at 
possible sanctions against South Africa. 
Outside the U.N., has S. W. Africa friends in 
the Western World? President Nixon 
declared (May 20th 1970) that the U.S.A. 
would “actively discourage American invest- 
ment in S.W.A. as long as South African 


SWAPO GUERILLAS 


administration continued in defiance of the 
U.N’ And French and British delegates to 
the General Assembly and Security Council 
have either voted against S. W. Africa or 
abstained on the issue. 

In Britain itself a parallel could be 
drawn. For our country is today faced, in 
Ulster, with the Urban terrorist, the evil 
equivalent of the Rural terrorist that con- 
fronts South West Africa. And the atrocities 
committed by terrorists in Southern Africa 
put those of the I.R.A. in the shade. Also, 
should Britain in the future attain a govern- 
ment truly representative of the people, i.e. 
that frees them from the yoke of multi- 
racialism, all the venom of the U.N.O. and 
‘World Opinion’ would be turned on us. In 
1939, S. W. African volunteers were among 
the first to come to the defence of our 
country. So, for those of us who do not 
forget our friends, only one maxim can 
apply: Stand by the Whites in South West 
Africa! 


SHOW THE FLAG 
UNION JACKS 


Sizes and prices on request. 


Also NF Election Rosettes. 


W. Brown, 
20 Sutton Way, Heston, 
TWS5S OJA. 


Middlesex, 


Support for NF 


Here are just two examples of the 
many letters that have appeared in the local 
papers in West Bromwich in support of the 
National Front election fight there. 


Supported 
by people? 


What a marvellous recep- 
tion the National Front 
received in West Bromwich on 
Saturday. The march through 
the town was a delight to see, 
also the meeting afterwards 
when Mr. Webster spoke to 
nearly 500 people. What a far 
cry from the Labour can- 
didate’s meeting on Monday 
when it was found necessary 
to have one of their big guns, 
Mr. Roy Jenkins, speaking for 
them. This meeting -was at- 
tended by about 50 people. 

Surely this shows where the 
support of the English people 


lies. 
J. B. Jones. 


25, Kesteven Road, 
West Bromwich. 


Convert 
for N.F. 


Last saw 


Saturday I 
something which I had not 
seen for many a long day and, 


I might add, something I 
thought I would never see 
again. 

What I saw — and it seemed 
so strange — was a large 
gathering of English people 
marching through the town 
centre of West Bromwich, to 
the tune of “Land of Hope and 
Glory”. 

I refer to the National Front 
march which was in support of 
their parliamentary —§ can- 
didate, for next  week’s 
by-election, Mr. Martin Web: 
ster. 

From what I had read and 
heard on T.V., I thought I was 
going to see a rabble - rousing 
gang of young Fascist thugs. 

One can imagine my 
surprise when I saw the 
old-age pensioners, mothers 
with children in_ prams, 
children walking proudly 
alongside their parents and 
clean-cut, well dressed decent 
looking young people. 

I quickly caught up with the 
marchers, went to their meet- 
ing, heard some heartening 
speeches and have now 
applied to join “The Front”. 


Proud Member. 
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CEDRIC NISSEN 


THE FALSEHOOD 


OF POLITICS 


LENIN CALLED IT HIS 
“MIGHTIEST WEAPON” 


NO ONE can hope to be able to interpret 
and understand politics, whether national 
or international, who has not already pene- 
trated and fully understood the potentiality 
of what Lenin called his “most powerful 
weapon” — the lie. 

The lie is a powerful weapon because 
the great majority of people are honest. 
And people who are honest not only speak 
the truth and live the truth most of the time, 
but they habitually believe what they are 
told. The credulity of the truth-teller is a 
habit not easily broken. 

On the other hand, habitual liars are 
not easily defeated by lies. One of the 
criminals involved in the Oppenheimer jewel 
robbery learned this to his cost a couple of 
years after his South African adventure, 
when he tried to execute an ingenious 
confidence trick on some Arabs in Tangier. 
It was their incredulity, their distruct, born 
out of their own untruthfulness and un- 
trustworthiness, that landed the trickster in 
gaol. 

Millions of people today, especially in 
the Western world, are politically disabled to 
a greater or lesser degree by an honesty that 
renders them dangerously vulnerable to the 
skilfully used lie. Being themselves free from 
guile they are utterly incapable of detecting 
it in another. Nay, they cannot even suspect 
something that lies altogether outside their 
understanding. 

They are defeated, as it were, by 
opponents operating in another dimension 
of reality. 

The average man — and that description 
often includes people in positions of great 
responsibility in the Western world — trusts 
and expects to be trusted. 

This simplicity, this frankness, this 
naivete, this innocent trustfulness — the 
attributes of a race which has survived down 
the ages by bravery rather than by cunning 
— all these things have become a source of 
weakness in the world of today. They 
provide a rich soil in which the lie grows and 
multiplies in tropical luxuriance. 


ART OF DISSIMULATION 


When Lenin spoke about his “most 
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powerful weapon” he was not referring to 
the simple untruthful statement of fact, 
whether in speech or writing. That sort of 
lie is for schoolboys. Here there is always 
an element of danger, calling for some 
courage in the liar. Therefore it is not the 
kind of lie that exerts the most deadly 
influence in modern power politics. 

Lenin was referring to the whole 
complex, marvellously recondite art of dis- 
simulation in which even honest men are 
frequently involved, serving unwittingly as 
the most effective instruments of deception 
and betrayal. 

Never is the lie more effective and 
more dangerous to a nation than when it is 
propagated by honest men who have accepted 
it as the truth and pass it on in good faith. 

What happens almost invariably, there- 
fore, is that weak minds and weak per- 
sonalities are first infected, and these are 
then turned loose on the rest of the popu- 
lation; not only turned loose, sometimes, but 
organised into parties and political groups 
and richly supplied with funds. 

In this way, falsehood is used as 
Weapon No. 1 against the national spirit 
everywhere. Let us consider briefly how it 
happens. 


REACTIONS UNDER PRESSURE 


In any nation at any time there are 
people who are strong and courageous and 
there are people who are weak and timid. 

There are those who are inclined to 
endure the nervous tension, the pressure and 
even real danger to life and limb, in their 
determination to preserve their nation intact 
and along with it all the things they value 
most. 

The others lack the power to resist 
hostile pressure. They cannot stand the 
nervous tension that is inseparable from any 
opposition of vital interests. Hence they are 
powerfully inclined to seek relief from the 
agony of tension by giving way. 

Now here is a most significant fact: 
the weak man will never admit that he is 
weak. He will admit that he is not physically 
strong, but he will not admit that he is not 


morally strong. The timid man will not 
admit his timidity, his chicken-heartedness. 
To do so would involve the collapse of his 
self-respect, the principle of integrity that 
holds his faculties together. 

There are some things a man cannot 
admit to himself without destroying himself 
altogether. 

As an individual, the man of weak 
spirit feels that his survival is threatened by 
the determination of the group to preserve 
itself and its values. Yet he cannot dissociate 
himself from his group. He cannot live 
without the emotional sustenance that his 
group provides. 

So how is he to resolve his personal 
conundrum, except by trying to prevail upon 
his group to give way, to make concessions, 
to give up the struggle? 


POLITICAL WEAKLINGS 


It is most important that we should 
remember that the weak man in this context 
is the one who is politically weak. He is 
weak in respect of that complex of instincts, 
aptitudes and appetite for conflict which 
binds the individual to his society, rendering 
him willing to suffer and endure and even 
sacrifice himself entirely for that society. 

Weak men of this class are always most 
numerous in the artificial environment of a 
great city and are found in the highest 
concentration among those commonly 
known as the “urban intelligentsia” — that 
is to say, people who by reason of an 
excessive specialisation in purely mental 
pursuits have suffered a certain loss of animal 
vigour and an etiolation of the instinctual 
side of their personalities. 

The same qualities — or rather, lack of 
qualities — that make them poor human 
material in a hot war, make them poor 
material, too, in a cold war. In time of hot 
war they supply the pacifists; in time of cold 
war the prophets of doom and the ideological 
appeasers. : 

The presence of a substantial element 
of this kind inside a nation offers a wonderful 
opportunity to the enemy, whether it is an 
external enemy or an internal one. 

How does he exploit this opportunity? 
He supplies the clever, instinctually etiolated 
ones with a rationalisation of their weakness, 
their pusillanimity! He “proves” to them 
that they are right, and even “good”, and 
that the strong ones who are ready to go 
down fighting are foolish, and perhaps even 
wicked! 

He gives to the weak element in the 
population an ideological justification, some- 
thing it so desperately needs. In this way he 
makes weakness and timidity appear as 
proof of superior intelligence and virtue. 

Nay, he will even undertake to “prove” 
that it is braver to submit than to resist! 

In this way the enemy seeks to create 
division in the nation which, as the pressure 
and the danger increase, he hopes to be able 


to widen. 

How eagerly the politically weak grasp 
at this philosophy of self-justification! 

The preservation of national integrity, 
like the preservation of a genuine individual 
integrity, is never easy. It is always the 
hardest way. And yet there is no other way 
if we are to preserve the things that make 
life worth having at all. The elite of every 
race has always preferred death to servitude 
— be it even a comfortable servitude. And it 
is only instinct that prompts us to risk all in 
order to preserve that without which life is 
valueless — our freedom as individuals and as 
a nation. On this issue, pure reason, as 
Shakespeare said, is a whore. 

The politically weak one is unequal to 
the challenge. As he contemplates the field 
of conflict he is filled with distress. 

Ah, but what is this thing that is 
offered to him? A philosophy, sustained by 
many excellent reasons: a philosophy that 
“proves” that it is wrong for a nation to 
insist on preserving itself; a philosophy that 
“proves” that the individual will find his 
highest fulfilment in an ideal of universal 
brotherhood that denies all national 
loyalties! 

He finds it nothing less than a message 
of salvation! 


GLOWING IMAGE OF HIMSELF 


Now the weak man is allowed to see 
himself as a superior moral being, the man 
of the future, the pioneer of universal peace 
and brotherhood, a person towering over the 
rest of mankind in terms of intelligence and 
benevolence. Not surprisingly, he falls madly 
in love with the glowing image of himself. 

He is now a Liberal. His thinking is 
Progressive. Other people are Reactionary. 
They belong to the past. 

Here we see how weakness in a society 
is flattered and fostered and richly nourished, 
so that it grows and spreads throughout the 
nation like a cancer of the blood. 

How much more rare and precious 
courage will be when weakness has at last 
been made respectable — nay, even ad- 
mirable! 

The weak have been persuaded that 
they are strong. Those most ready to run are 
taught that they should be leading. Those 
who have lost their nerve now believe that 
they have found a new enlightenment. 

Was ever a more monstrous falsehood 
perpetrated on mankind? 

This falsehood has even become for 
millions of people all over the Western world 
a new gospel. The gospel of Academic 
Humanism. The gospel of Socialism. The 
gospel of Communism. The gospel of World 
Government. The gospel of the ultimate 
enslavement of mankind. 

In this way our enemies seek to destroy 
our nation, giving substance and status and 
respectability and material aid to those most 
inclined to yield to pressures which our own 


enemies themselves apply. 

These enemies of ours — are they also 
weak? No — They are strong ones using the 
weak for their own ends. Make no mistake 
about it, in the end it is the racial and 
national impulse that prevails. 

One of history’s greatest realists will 
vouch for that — Benjamin Disraeli. For 
Disraeli, later Lord Beaconsfield, says in 
Endymion: “No one must lightly dismiss the 
question of race. It is the key to world 
history and it is precisely for this reason that 
written history so often lacks clarity — it is 
written by people who do not understand the 
race question and what belongs to it. 
Language and religion do not make a race 
only blood doth that.” 


THE ONLY ISSUE 


The racially weak ones, the idealists, 
the Liberals, the Progressives — call them 
what you will — are guided and sponsored 
and encouraged and financed at different 
times by International Finance and Inter- 
national Communism, but in the end only a 
race and a nation can win. 

The only issue waiting to be settled in 
any historic opposition of forces is: Which 
nation? Which race? 

The weak man, trying to preserve 
himself as an individual, betrays his nation 
and his race in a world struggle that is 
eternally national and racial. Nay, for the 
weak man the overthrow of his own race 
and nation has become the way of salvation, 
the ultimate justification, the be-all and 
end-all of his existence! 

The weak man, sustained by a false- 
hood and haunted by the truth, has now 
become the perfect puppet, as helpless in 
the hands of Power as a piece on a chess- 
board. 

And when it comes to the propagation 
of his miserable creed, what do we expect? 
Do we expect him to nail his flag to a mast, 
make a full and frank statement of a clear 
and consistent set of beliefs and invite a 
rigorous scrutiny of them? Of course not! 

We expect what, in fact, we find. 

Liberalism can live only by cunning. 
If all the genuine Liberals, the ones who 
have swallowed the lie and become one with 
it, if all these people who have found a 
personal salvation in the lie that their 
weakness is only a nobler kind of strength, 
if all these weaklings got together and formed 
a political party — that would be an honest 
thing to do, but it would be the end of them 
too. 

The pattern of their tactics is repeated 
in many different countries: wherever they 
can they infiltrate other parties where their 
fanatical zeal and tireless energy gives them 
an influence out of all proportion to their 
numbers. Besides, they are always power- 
fully backed. They will join a party not 
becuase they subscribe to its principles but 
because they believe they can take over 


control and change the principles. Mean- 
while, of course, they have been received in 
all innocence as genuine members sharing the 
same views. 

If the party they have penetrated 
continues to be regarded by the electorate 
as “conservative”, so much the better, so 
much more effective the deception. 

This is what has happened in the 
United States whose Democratic and Repub- 
lican parties have been accurately described 
as a “two-ring circus” — two political 
parties under the management of a single set 
of political forces. 

Their preservation of an emasculated 
conservative party (like the Conservative 
Party in Britain and the Hoger Party in 
Sweden, to take only two familiar examples) 
is a brilliant piece of strategy, a masterpiece 
of their dissimulation. 

Thereafter any real conservatives who 
dare to band themselves together and who 
have found a way of keeping out the 
political termites, are then branded as ‘“‘Right 
wing extremists” and even worse. They are 
not nationalists, but “Fascists”. Patriots are 
then contemptuously dubbed “Super- 
patriots”! 

This phenomenon of genuine conser- 
vatives branded as “extremists” we see in 
the United States and in many of the 
European countries. The racially and 
nationally “sick” have captured all, or nearly 
all. Only small bridgeheads are retained by 
genuine patriots, the true custodians of 
Christianity and our Western European 
culture. 

What makes our South African 
situation so interesting — to us and all the 
world — is that here the Liberals, and the 
men who back them, have suffered a major 
reverse. Here, by a quaint accident of 
history, there is a powerful trend flowing 
against them. 

While in so many other countries they 
are still on the up-and-up, here, for several 
years, they have been on the down-and-down. 
That does not mean that they have ceased to 
represent a deadly danger. Far from it. 
Their undermining activities are prosecuted 
relentlessly and are bound to succeed in the 
end unless our nation remains fully armed in 
spirit and intelligence. 

There is danger in supposing them 
defeated. There is worse danger in not 
knowing and acknowledging that mighty 
hostile powers lie in wait behind them. 

It is in this reverse which the Applied 
Lie has suffered in South Africa that we must 
seek an explanation of a world-wide cam- 
paign of abuse and a vindictive ranging of 
forces against us. 

South Africa, by rejecting the false- 
hood that lies at the heart of Liberalism, has 
put Liberalism and its moneyed sponsors in 
peril everywhere. 

South Africa’s ringing challenge and 
declaration of faith is like a trumpet blast 
outside the shoddy walls of a modern 
Jericho, built upon a foundation of lies. 
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MICHAEL LOBB 


THE ‘Fanfare for Europe’ had scarcely 
sounded its last discordant and highly un- 
wanted note, when the British public learnt 
of the scandal of ‘Butter Mountain’. This 
rancid affair highlighted the whole business 
of the so-called ‘Common Market’ much 
more clearly than the cavorting of foreign 
entertainers and the waving of European 
flags in January ever did. 

Europe of the ‘European Economic 
Community’ is now seen as the Con’man’s 
Market of swindlers and exploiters. The 
anti-Marketeers were right; the instincts of 
the British public were right; only the Estab- 
lishment politicians and the opinion- 
manufacturers of the media were wrong. 
Unfortunately, the issue of whether or not 
Britain should go into Europe is no longer 
an academic one. We are in, and once in we 
are now faced with the consequences. Having 
been committed to what is seen ever more 
clearly as a politico-economic Madhouse, it is 
going to prove difficult to cut through the 
barrage of ‘expert’ Establishment propaganda 
and reassert our national sanity by getting 
out. 

Faced with rising prices, continuing 
inflation and a fall in the real standard of 
living, all sorts of ideas will be put forward 
as to how we can ‘improve’ Europe. There 
will be many seemingly opposed schemes 
and projects, but they will all have one 
common feature — none of them will be a 
programme for getting out of Europe and 
rebuilding our British world links. 


LABOUR’S “RE-NEGOTIATION”’ 


Wilson’s Labour Party say that they 
will ‘re-negotiate the terms’ — although there 
are no important ones capable of re- 
negotiation (as a member country of EEC 
must accept the ‘Treaty of Rome’ or with- 
draw altogether). 

The Tory Party is satisfied with ‘things 
as they are’, and the Liberal Party would 
have been happy to accept any abject terms 
of surrendering British independence just as 
long as that were done. 

All the Parliamentary politicians, the 
sleek Business public relations men and the 
ink-slingers of the media who crowed so 
loudly of the ‘benefits’ of Britain in Europe 
before we went in, now never dare to stump 
the country trying to deny the facts about 
Europe — those facts all can see. 

This cannot last for long.  Anti- 
Common Market forces slumped in bitter 
dismay after January, when the cause of 
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keeping Britain out of Europe went down 
with flags flying. Many who had struggled 
since the early 60s furled their banners and 
went home. All seemed lost. 

Happily, history shows us that when a 
nation suffers a defeat, gradually, after the 
first shock wears off, the forces of resistance 
re-emerge, and regroup, to fight again. The 
guerilla struggle is only sporadic to begin 
with, but slowly it organises in more and 
more effective campaigning, and its cause 
gains ground with each success. 

The Occupying Power and/or its native 
collaborators are forced to respond out of 
the dire necessity of their own self- 
preservation. They can hit back by repression 
of a direct kind or more subtly can sponsor 
diversionary groups to split and break up the 
Resistance by causing disagreement on 
methods and final aims within the Resistance 
itself. 


WAR OF WORDS 


With the case of Britain in Europe, no 
armed force is at present involved; it is a war 
of words. Nevertheless, the comparison 
is a valid one, for the munitions of this war 
— T.V. and radio time and space in the 
Establishment press remain in the hands of 
the authorities. The anti-Europe arguments 
are played down or ignored — which is 
systematised suppression. At the same time 
the whole range of half-hearted viewpoints 
on ‘reforming EEC’ is given ample coverage 
— sufficient to confuse the instinctive — but 
not knowledgeable — opponents of Europe 
and to weaken the firm ‘Get Britain Out’ 
campaigners by making them look eccentric 
or extreme. 

It is obvious that, with mounting 
evidence of the failure of the ‘Common 
Market’ as an economic cure-all, the anti- 
Market forces will gain a new strength and 
momentum which will cause very real con- 
cern to the ‘powers that be’. It is essential 
that the anti-EEC campaign is not then 
diverted away from the goal of getting Britain 
out of Europe. There is an obvious temp- 
tation open to ‘single issue’ campaigners, 
which water down principles in an effort to 
spread the net of public support ever wider. 
This never works and usually leads to the 
campaign grinding to a halt — weighed down 
by compromise and prevarication, it just 
collapses in failure and ruin. 

The principle must be maintained that 
Britain must be out of Europe — free and 
sovereign. Nothing less can command British 
Nationalist support. Nothing less is worthy 


Europe-or British freedom? 


of fighting for. 

At this early stage, it is essential to 
establish just what is involved in the whole 
issue of “Britain in Europe”. 

It is not just an ‘anti-Common Market’ 
fight — but a Britain Out of Europe fight. 

Perhaps the most dangerous ideological 
opponents of British Nationalism are those 
who oppose the ‘Common Market’ but 
support a ‘United Europe’. It is easy to 
pinpoint the ramshackle and nonsensical 
‘EEC’ superstructure. 

It is a much more complex task to 
battle against the ‘National European’ idea. 

There are those who say the ‘Common 
Market’ is certainly an Establishment racket, 
but, nonetheless, European nations ought to 
come together to build a ‘Third Force’ 
against Soviet Communism and U.S. Dollar 
Imperialism — and that Britain ought to be 
inside the ‘New Europe’. 

This siren-song does have a definite 
attraction to patriotically-inclined people — 
and this cannot be denied. It must therefore 
be tackled now as a matter of some urgency 
and in some detail. 

To begin with, what is ‘Europe’? It is 
a geographical expression. It is just an 
arbitrarily established region of the globe 
stretching from Iceland to the Urals. It does 
not co-incide with national or state boun- 
daries. Both Russia and Turkey straddle 
‘Europe’ and ‘Asia’. 

It is not an ethnic-racial entity either. 
The White Caucasoid race inhabits not only 
Europe but Australia, New Zealand, Canada, 
Southern Africa, Argentina, Uruguay, United 
States, Chile, Costa Rica etc. Coupled with 
this is the fact that racially the Spaniards 
and Italians are largely identical to the 
Tunisians and Algerians. The Greeks cannot 
be told apart from the Turks, by race alone. 
Nor can ‘Christian’ Europe be totally con- 
trasted to the Islamic world. The European 
Albanians and Bosnian Serbs are Moslem. 
The Arab Maltese and Lebanese are Christian. 


DISCOUNTED EUROPEANS 


Politically, Europe is divided between 
the spheres of influence of Soviet Com- 
munism and “Western” U.S.-based Capitalism. 
This division has made redundant the ex- 
pression ‘Central Europe’ and even divides 
one nation — the Germans — into two states. 
Any talk of “Uniting Europe” today 
necessarily discounts those Europeans behind 
the Iron Curtain. 

So what is Europe? Basically, anything 
you want it to be — within some very broad 


and largely indefinable limits. Not a very 
satisfactory foundation for the ‘United 
Europe’ advocates to build on one would 
have thought! 

Having said this, we have the reality of 
the EEC. This began as a bonding between 
Belgium, France, Germany, Italy, Luxem- 
bourg and the Netherlands. It could be said 
that there is some sense in continental 
countries with common frontiers and a 
commoncontinental outlook coming together 
in some sort of association but once this 
starts to be rapidly expanded in all directions 
it becomes a nonsense, pure and simple. 


Australia, etc. that is another matter entirely! 
Britain’s historical, ethnic and natural 
economic ties are with the British nations 
overseas in the White Dominions. In this 
kind of link-up the British have a chance of 
defending their identity and freedom. From 
the point of view of national freedom, it 
does not matter if Britain joined EEC to be 
bossed by West Europeans and exploited by 
Capitalists, or joined the Soviet Union as the 
British Soviet Socialist Republic to be bossed 
about by Russians and exploited by Soviet 
Communists! National Freedom is an 
absolute. You either have it or you don’t. 


Democratic government, national self- 
reliance, a sense of common identity and a 
desire for securely defended sovereign inde- 
pendence are the only safeguards of personal 
liberty — and that too is an absolute. 

This is what British Nationalism is all 
about. “Europe a Nation” for Britons is just 
“Europe a Notion’ — and a dangerous one 
at that. 

For the British Nationalist the issue is 
Freedom — freedom for the nation and the 
individual. The anti-Europe fight is a fight 
for freedom — and if freedom is worth having 
— as it surely is — then it is worth fighting for. 


Why should Britain join ‘Europe’? If 
it is just a matter of geographical proximity 
then by the same argument Morocco could 
join. If it is intended as a “‘Whitemans Club’ 
then all the Dominions, the U.S.A. and half 
South America could join. Where too, do 
“political links’ end? One Parliament, with 
at least six major language groups involved? 
A federation of states then — all jockeying 
for power, trading favours and scheming 
deals behind one anothers backs? 

The prospects under either system 
would be bleak indeed. 

If the peoples of some of the nations 
of Europe genuinely desire to link together 
— well, that is their affair. If on the other 
hand, International Capitalism based in the 
U.S.A. seeks to sink Britain in Europe in 
order to grab up New Zealand, Canada, 


pressures exerted from without. 


ambitions, motives. 


THOUGHT FOR 


THE MONTH 


It seems to be impossible to get people in Britain and America to realise that 


the capitulation of the West is due entirely to pressures exerted from within, not to 
There is nothing ‘inevitable’ about it as we are 
taught to repeat. The ‘march of events’ is being paced out to the tune of Western 
‘fiddlers’. The “developing nations’ are being ‘developed’ only by the West and at the 
cost of the West. 


There are power interests at work in the world. There are strategies, tactics, 


It is not a world filled with an agonised sympathy for the 
underdog, as so many of us suppose. It is a bloody and desperate battleground; and 
its fine liberal slogans are nothing but an essential part of the business of putting the 
best possible ‘image’ upon whatever line of action the powermongers propose to take. 
This is why the process of subjugating the Whites must always be presented as the 
process of elevating the non-whites. 


Anthony Jacob 
WHITE MAN, THINK AGAIN! 


Here is a hilarious piece of nonsense from the 
leftist camp which we could not resist reproducing for 


the entertainment of our readers. It is a letter that 
appeared recently in May Day Militant, the ‘Marxist 
Paper for Labour and Youth”. It alleges that the 
National Front is shortly about to start a branch in 
Hastings, Sussex and that they are also planning a march 
and rally in the town. The local lefty representative 
appeals to all good comrades to help him combat the NF 
menace. 

Mr. Joyce seems extremely well informed on NF 
plans — so well informed in fact that he knows of events 
of which Spearhead is totally ignorant, and indeed the 
National Front leadership as well! We have checked with 
the NF National Activities Organiser, with the NF Branch 
Development Committee and with NF organisers in the 
Sussex area and none of them has any knowledge whatever 
of plans to set up an NF branch in Hastings in the 
immediate future or hold a march and rally there. 

Perhaps Mr. Joyce is one of those left-wingers 
prone to suffer nightmares about the National Front and 
during such a nightmare he saw legions of Frontmen 
tramping the streets of his home town. 

Seriously though, this letter shows in typical 
manner how these left-wing organisations rely on the 
threat from their enemies — real or imagined — to keep 
them going. From the point of view of the left protest 
industry, as with its partner the race relations industry, if 
the National Front did not exist it would have to be 
invented! 


Labour Party Young Socialists 
Fight Racialism 


Dear Comrade, 

After their campaign of lies in 
other parts of the country, the 
racist National Front is turning 
towards the South East inan 


attempt to win support by playing 
off the very real fears of paris of 
the population. 

It is necessary that the National 
Front and other racist organisa- 
tions are campaigned against on 


all possible occasions and the 
truth behina their lies revealed to 
prevent them gaining ground. 

To these ends, the Hastings 
LPYS have committed themselves 
to an all-out struggle against the 
racists in our area, and it is hoped 
that other branches have, or will 
do the same. Of course the 
Hastings LPYS have not got the 
experience to fight the Nationa! 
Front entirely by ourselves, so 
we would welcome any advice, 
facts and figures from comrades 
more experienced in combatting 
racism. 


The National Front have not yet 
established a brdnch in Hastings, 
but they intend to start one soon, 
before which they will be having a 
march and rally. We have found 
out that they are going to bring in 
members from near-by branches to 
bolster up their numbers. 

It is impertant that the YS hold 
a counter-rally, for which YS 
members from other branches will 
be needed. 

Send offers of help on. our 
counter-march, and advice, facts 
and figures to Hastings LPYS, 
25, Wellington Square, Hastings, 
Sussex, or to Bill Joyce, at 40, 
Tackleway, Hastings, Sussex. 

We will let any comrades willing 
to take part in a counter-rally know 
when it’s going to be as soon as 
we know ourselves, although this 
could be at very short notice. 
Yours fraternally, 

BILL JOYCE, 
(Hastings) 
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R.F, BARCOCK 


A New 
Approach to 
Increasing NE 
Membership 


IT IS OFTEN FELT that to acquire new 
members for the National Front all that one 
can really do is leaflet like mad and strike up 
the odd pointed conversation with a work- 
mate or casual acquaintance. I have found 
that this is not so. 

The answer to the problem of getting 
more members goes a lot deeper than leaf- 
letting, although the latter does serve a very 
useful purpose. One has got to make a study 
of Mr. Average Briton, and my study type- 
casts him as follows:— 

As long as he has his little home, food 
on the table, a regular job, a car outside the 
door and his fortnight by the seaside, he will 
not take much notice of anything else — 
apart from the football results — unless he 
is starkly confronted with it. Mr. Average 
Briton receives an NF leaflet through his 
door and more often than we care to realise 
picks it up and reads it, thoroughly agrees 
with it, puts it behind the clock to do some- 
thing about sometime and eyentually loses 
it on one of his wife’s tidying up sessions. 
The prospective member is lost. 

In my own area of Hertfordshire I 
have tried a completely new approach which, 
although in its infancy, has led to a high 
success rate. It works as follows:— 

Choose an area of approximately 200 
homes and leaflet these thoroughly. One 
week later go around the houses doing a 
canvass (this incidentally is good practice for 
election times). Prepare a canvass sheet in 
the following way: draw six columns down a 
piece of foolscap paper, with the name of 
the street at the top. Head each column as 
follows: Number of House; Satisfied with 
Present Government — yes or no; Member 
of the Conservative Party — yes or no; 
Member of the Labour or Liberal parties — 
yes or no;Heard of the National Front — yes 
or no; Call back. 

Arm yourself with the canvass sheet 
mounted on a clip-board, a good supply of 
policy statements and membership appli- 
cation forms. Go to the first house in the 
street and knock boldly on the door (not 
timidly — after all, you are doing them a 
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favour). 

Introduce yourself as conducting a 
survey in the area for the National Front 
and ask them if they would mind you asking 
a few simple questions. Do not wait for a 
yes or no, but start straightaway. 

To the question of “Are you satisfied 
with the present Government?” put a tick or 
cross in the appropriate column according 
to the answer. If the answer is yes, ask if 
they are a member of the Conservative Party. 
If the answer to this question is yes, put 
‘CP’ in the next column and close the canvass 
— while trying to convert a committed 
Conservative, you could be signing up three 
new members elsewhere. If the answer is no, 
ask them whom they would prefer among 
the other parties. If they say Labour or 
Liberal, ask them if they are a member of the 
party concerned. If they are, mark the sheet 
and discontinue the canvass. If the person 
prefers another party apart from the National 
Front and is not a member, continue the 
canvass. Ask if they have heard of the 
National Front and mark the column 
appropriately, If they say they have not, 
give them a copy of the policy statement and 
arrange to call back and complete the 
canvass, booking an appointment in the last 


Things you should read 


A great wealth of literature is now available supporting in the main part the views 


column. If they have heard of the National 
Front, ask them what they know about it. 
If their knowledge is shaky, again leave a 
copy of the policy statement and make an 
appointment to call back, as previously 
described. If their knowledge is good, 
approach them immediately about joining. 

Once you have a completed canvass 
sheet you will have a valuable piece of 
information. I guarantee you will have 
plenty of enquiries by way of call backs. It 
is also worth remembering that anyone who 
is remotely interested but not prepared to 
become a member may well wish to buy 
Spearhead regularly and may join at a later 
date. 

So far my results are that out of the 
houses canvassed 60 per-cent of the oc- 
cupants are sympathisers and 32 per-cent 
have become members. Even if you do not 
get as good results as this, I am sure that 
your canvass will prove very much worth 
while and more effective in the way of 
recruitment than any other method taking 
the same amount of time and trouble. 

As long as you get the basic hang of 
the method, you may make your own 
variations as to the exact form of the canvass 
sheet and questions. 


expressed in Spearhead. Below we list some of the most important examples. Except 
where stated, these can be obtained from Nationalist Books, 50 Pawsons Road, Croydon 
CRO 2QF. 15p in the £ should be sent with each order to cover postage . 


THE MONEY MANUFACTURERS (National Front policy pamphlet) 10p 
An exposure of the present financial system and proposals for its reform. 


THE CASE FOR ECONOMIC NATIONALISM (National Front policy pamphlet) 10p 
An attack on the Manchester school of internafionalist economics and an argument 
for protection and national self-sufficiency. 


SIX PRINCIPLES OF BRITISH NATIONALISM (by John Tyndall) 15p 
An independent booklet written before the formation of the National Front but 


closely in line with its outlook. 


THE NEW UNHAPPY LORDS (by A. K. Chesterton) Paperback £1; Hard £2.25 
Masterly exposure of the politico-financial forces that have destroyed the British 
Empire and undermined British world power, while working for the general 
elimination of national sovereignty everywhere. 


WORLD REVOLUTION (by Nesta Webster) £3.30 
Perhaps the best ever documented history of the political left and its conspiratorial 


origins. 


SUICIDE OF THE WEST (by James Burnham) £1.50 
A devastating demolition of the liberal-left and its main arguments by a one-time 


left-wing author who woke up. 


THE SPECIOUS ORIGINS OF LIBERALISM (by Anthony Ludovici) £1.50 
Another clinical analysis of liberal values and viewpoints in which their futility is well 


exposed. 


RACIAL INTEGRATION (by H. B. Isherwood) 75p 
A testimony to the impracticality of the multi-racial society. 


BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM (by Professor W. C. George) 15p 
One of the best scientific exposures of the myth of racial equality. 


THE COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER (by Correlli Barnett) £5. 


Devastating indictment of liberalism and its role in bringing about Britain’s 20th 


century decline, political, industrial and 


military. Essential reading for anyone who 


seeks to reverse British trends in coming decades. 


Just Sketching 


the Surface 


RACIAL prejudice is firmly entrenched 
among churchgoers, particularly Anglicans, 
according to a report published recently. 

An Anglican priest, the Rev. John 
Fethney, of the United Society for the 
Propagation of the Gospel, has found in a 
survey that the average male worshipper is 
more likely to be prejudiced against coloured 
people than, for example, the average man 
in the Liberal Party. 

Mr. Fethney, writing in the race 
relations industry journal Race Today, says 
that it is among the men where the greatest 
need for changed attitudes exist if the 
churches should ever attempt to produce 
some kind of educational programme. 

Mr. Fethney’s detailed findings are 
based on a sample of 150 white churchgoers 
in different parts of the country, including 
London, Manchester and York. He now 
hopes fresh research will be undertaken by 
the major denominations. 

Mr. Fethney makes a comparison with 
Statistics, published earlier, about prejudice 
among Liberal Party supporters. Church- 
goers appear not unfavourably at first, but a 
striking change occurs when the views of 
students are removed. 

About 23 per-cent of the men at 
churches sampled were inclined to prejudice, 
and 7 per-cent firmly prejudiced, compared 
with 16 per-cent of prejudice-inclined 
Liberals and only 4 per-cent clearly pre- 
judiced. 

Churchgoers were asked to say if they 
accepted any of the stereotyped prejudices 
such as coloured people being more likely 
than whites to be receiving benefits for 
unemployment or sickness; being the cause 
of overcrowding; and being more likely than 
whites to be involved in crime. 

As many as 47 per-cent accepted at 
least one of these suggestions. The most 
thought coloured settlers were the cause of 
the overcrowding and housing shortage in 
inner city areas. 

Most people would probably accept 
this survey as a truly meaningful and relevant 
contribution to the solving of the key 
spiritual problems of our modern society but 
not Spearhead’s theological adviser, Canon 
D. J. Leftward. Said the Canon:— 

“The Rev. Fethney’s survey is perhaps 
a step in the right direction, but it is only 
sketching the surface of the issue. I have 
plans for a much more comprehensive survey 
which will go a great deal further to estab- 
lishing an understanding of the roots of 
prejudice.” 


/ 


Canon Leftward gave us a run-down 
on his scheme. A survey was to be taken, 
not only among 5 million churchgoers in 
Britain but half a million mothers, a quarter 
of a million grandmothers, a million children 
at kindergarten, 100,000 car-workers, 50,000 
civil servants, 1,000 professional footballers, 
10,000 postmen and 20 circus ringmasters. 
The survey was to cover every county in 
Britain from Cornwall to Caithness. It 
would include questions which would estab- 
lish such things as how many mothers living 
in South West Lanarkshire, separated from 
their husbands and suffering from arthritis 
in the elbow, were strongly prejudiced against 
coloured people, how many were slightly 
prejudiced and how many not prejudiced at 
all — then how these figures would compare 
with similar ones from East Sussex; whether 
car-workers at Austin’s at Longbridge were 
on average more or less prejudiced than those 
of Rolls Royce at Crewe; what proportion 
of footballers playing in the English Third 
Division would be prepared to take a 
coloured orphan into their home and how 


this figure compared with footballers playing 
in the Scottish League Division B;how many 
postmen thought that coloured immigrants 
took more out of social services than white 
people, how many thought they took less 
and how many thought they took about the 
same; whether prejudice was stronger among 
people who attended church in the evenings 
than those who attended in the mornings, 
and how many voted Tory, how many 
Labour, how many Liberal and how many 
National Front, how many thought “Love 
Thy Neighbour’ was a better TV programme 
than ‘Till Death Us Do Part’ and how many 
never watched TV at all except on Mondays. 

“Until we have found out all the facts 
influencing prejudice,” the Canon told us, 
“we will not be in a position to know in 
what way we should plan to re-shape human 
attitudes on this the most crucial problem 
confronting mankind in this or any age.” 
The Canon informed us that 20,000 people 
would be working upon his survey, including 
clergymen, community workers, school- 
teachers, lawyers, statisticians, psychiatrists, 
pathologists, biologists and social anthro- 
pologists. The survey would take 20 years 
and would cost £5,000,000,000, including 
compensation to hundreds of industries 
brought to a standstill for weeks on end 
while it was being conducted in factories. 
He confidently expected that with Govern- 
ment grants combined with contributions 
from the Rowntree Trust, the Rockefeller 
Foundation and the Kremlin this money 
would eventually be raised. 


How to obtain SPEARHEAD 


Spearhead is available from our office to those who wish to ensure 
obtaining copies for themselves every month and to those who wish to obtain 


quantities for redistribution. 


Those wishing for copies for themselves each month should take out a 
subscription by filling in the form below and sending it to us with a cheque or 


postal order for the amount applicable. 


RATES (12 issues): 


British Isles: £1.50p 
British Commonwealth: £1.50p unsealed 
£1.80p sealed 
Foreign: 


£2.30p sealed 


£1.50p unsealed; U.S.A. $4.50 unsealed 
$6.75 sealed 250 copies and over: 


Discounts can be obtained 
for bulk purchases as follows:— 


20—49 copies: 
50—99 copies: 
100—249 copies: 


30 per-cent 
40 per-cent 
50 per-cent 
60 per-cent 


All cheques or postal orders should be made out to Spearhead and sent to: 
50 Pawsons Road, Croydon CRO 20F, Surrey. 
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SIR: Martin Webster’s article on the Monday 
Club last month spotlighted a number of 
interesting facts, and I have been particularly 


intrigued to read of recent leadership 
struggles within the Club. 

Some brainwashed Club members that 
I know react with horror whenever I mention 
the National Front; they are forever calling 
it ‘fascist’. However, if we assume ‘fascism’ 
to mean the opposite of democracy I would 
say that the Club is a great deal more fascist 
than the NF. 

The Chairman of the Monday Club is 
elected only by people belonging to the 
national tier of membership. These are 
admitted only after careful vetting and have 
to pay a subscription of £5 a year. This 
means that the Club in large part has a 
leadership that is self-perpetuating. It selects 
the people who are going to vote it into 
office. 

The National Front on the other hand 
has its Chairman elected by a Directorate 
which is in turn elected by the membership 
as a whole. Members are not subject to 
vetting and pay £2 or £1 a year. Far more 
democratic. 

J. SOWERBY 
London S.W.3 


SIR: We were disgusted to read the letter 
you published regarding the offended Asian. 

Many people of different races and 
creeds have settled in this country. We have 
not had to learn Hebrew, Irish, French or 
even Chinese. Neither do Vegetarians or 
Jews become offended when they see our 
meat displayed. At least they keep clean 
shops. 

Our local M.P. told us that these Asians 
were well educated and gentle people. This 
Asian must be an ignorant peasant, because 
nice well bred people do not pass comments 
about their hosts. 

These people are here, not because we 
wanted them, but because our Politicians are 
afraid they may lose face at the United 
Nations. Who cares? English or rather 
British people are too sick and tired of our 
wishy washy parties in power and out of 
power. 
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I did not notice that the good Christian 
Archbishop of Canterbury or Bomber Thorpe 
open their doors to a down and out or a 
homeless couple or a young couple getting 
married, but the publicity was all they 
wanted. Thank God we as Christians do not 
favour the Muslims or Hindus or our homes 
would be over-run. 

Charity begins at home, and this 
turning the other cheek, but I have been spat 
at in a bus and called an English Pig by an 
asian girl because I was the only white person 
on a 266 bus, and the conductor also asian 
joined in. These gentle people kill and maim 
their own children in India, what happens if 
they do that here when the going gets rough? 
Will we have begging in the streets and Cows 
walking about the high road, as well as all 
the diseases? 

Now we are being dictated to by Patel 
who says let illegal immigrants stay here. Go 
to H---. He is a wealthy man, let him keep his 
people not the taxpayer. They have such 
large families they do not pay tax and area 
drain on our National Health. 

All power to the National Front. Let us 
see a new change in our Country, a change 
for the better. Remember the Continent do 
not want these people either, neither does 
India so there must be something wrong 
somewhere. 

ANN MacHUGH 
West Hampstead, London 


published in the Kentish Independent. 


ONCE again Mr. Bill Hamling has stood up 
in Parliament to champion the cause of the 
total abolition of censorship. Does he 
therefore consider that our society is not 
getting its fair share of filth and needs 


more? 


To judge by some of the recently released 
films and the magazines that can be pur- 
chased at book-stalls, I would say we have 


ample. 
At any one of half a dozen 


LETTER OF THE MONTH 


Spearhead publishes the best letter to the press on National Front policy every 
month. Send your cutting to us not later than the 15th of the previous month. 
You could win a £1 Nationalist Books voucher. This month's winner (below) was 


convinced that the Swedes, 


SIR: I found the questions and answers on 
National Front economic attitudes featured 
in your May issue most interesting. I am 
indeed glad that the NF has not fallen into 
the trap of committing itself to support of 
all-out capitalism. This is a tragic mistake 
made by many on the so-called ‘right’. 
Capitalism in its most extreme form is 
the perfect complement to the forces of 
world revolution, a fact that Marx under- 
stood only too well. Extreme capitalism 
creates the economic conditions required for 
Communism to thrive ;Stock-exchange capital 
then provides the financial backing for 
Communist movements. Stock-exchange 
capital and revolutionary socialism are the 
two parts of an international vice which grips 
nations in order to squeeze them to death. 
B. L. WICKS 
Bodmin, Cornwall 


SIR: Over recent weeks the Government has 
been shouting to the country that we are 
in the process of a great economic ‘boom’. 
This cry has been taken up by the press. 

The people, however, are still waiting 
to feel the benefits of this ‘boom’. It has 
not touched them yet. Is it just another lie 
devised to keep the cattle content? 

R. CONNELL 
Brecon 


was an unqualified success is 
open to debate but it would 
seem to be a knock on the head 
for the ‘‘Porn is Harmless’ 
brigade. 

In all truth I find it hard to 
believe that any Labour man 
who supposedly stands for 
working-class interests 
against the evils of profit- 
eering businessmen, could 
even consider appearing to 
show the slightest support for 


book-shops in Woolwich alone, 
it is possible to find publica- 
tions guaranteed to satisfy 
even the most warped sexual 
appetites. 

Mr. Hamling would do well 
to consider what has happened 
in certain Scandinavian coun- 
tries. 

In Sweden the abolition of all 
forms of censorship was a 
prelude to a very sharp rise in 
the figures for alcoholism, 
crimes of violence, drug-ad- 
diction and even suicide. 

This may well be pure 
coincidence but many well- 
informed authorities, includ- 
ing leading sociologists, are 


having had their fill of sex, are 
having to get their ‘‘kicks’’ by 
other means. 

It may also come as a bit of 
a surprise to Mr. Hamling to 
learn that the Nazis con- 
sidered pornography to be 
very important indeed; not as 
light reading material, as it 
happens, but as a weapon! 

Prior to the Second World 
War the Germans flooded Po- 
land with all kinds of por- 
nographic material. They rea- 
lised that a permissive Poland, 
especially ‘‘softened-up’’ by 
imported depravity, would be 
anice, easy enemy. 

Whether or not this strategy 


an industry that literally 
abounds with ‘‘get rich quick”’ 
boys who are only too willing 
to make their fortune through 
degrading material that re- 
duces human beings to the 
level of animals. 

I am sure that the vast 
majority of people will agree 
that this country needs neither 
the ‘‘porn-mongers’’ nor the 
rubbish that they peddle, and 
also that it is the duty of our 
representatives in Parliament 
to express the views of the 
very people who elected them 
in the first place. 

Phil Hanman. (Secretary, 
Abbey Wood National Front). 


MARTIN WEBSTER 


Press ‘Integrity’ 


An example of the dishonest lengths 
to which the Press will go to hide the true 
facts about the effects of Coloured Immig- 
ration was given by David Blundy, a Sunday 
Times reporter, whose feature on the West 
Bromwich election was published on 13th 
May. The text of a letter sent to the Editor 
of his paper by myself putting the record 
straight may not be published — either in 
recognisable form or at all, so I include it in 
this Spearhead column:— 

“Dear Sir, 

“It is easy to ‘prove’ anyone wrong by 
quoting them as saying things which they 
never said in the first place. It is by resort 
to this expedient that your reporter David 
Blundy attempted to ‘prove’ me wrong in 
last week’s feature on the West Bromwich 
by-election. 

“At no time did I state that there were 
‘more than 20,000 Immigrants in West 
Bromwich’. I was asked by Mr. Blundy to 
say how many I thought there were, and I 
replied: ‘It is impossible to put an exact 
figure on it due to the habit of the Govern- 
ment and local authorities only classifying as 
Immigrants those persons born outside 
Britain who have been in the country for 
less than ten years. On the basis of my own 
observations and information supplied me by 
our local members — among whom are Health 
Visitors and Town Hall employees — I would 
be surprised if the Immigrant population 
constituted less than 20 per cent of the 
whole community.’ 

“It was Mr. Blundy, not I, who said: 
‘That would make it about 20,000.’ I made 
no comment on his mathematics, for I had 
replied to his question as accurately as I felt 
able. 

“Since the appearance of Mr. Blundy’s 
article I have been telephoned by a number 
of people who inform me that about nine 
months to a year ago, the former Town Clerk 


NOT A FASCIST 


“We are a racialist organisation”. Such refreshing 
candour is unusual, but Martin Webster, 29 years old, 
National Activities organiser of the National Front 
since 1969, is nothing if not candid. “I got tired of 
playing ping-pong in the Young Conservatives”, he 
says, “and I got disillusioned with the futile nonsense 


of Colin Jordan’s ‘National Socialists’. For me, the 
radical nationalism of the “National Front”. 


If Webster is not ashamed of the word “racialist’”, 
he is adamant that N.F. policies are not fascist. “We 
utterly oppose all ill-treatment of racial groups be- 
cause of their race”. The N.F. advocates. “humane, 
obligatory repatriation” because it feels that the major- 
ity of immigrants can’t be peacefully or benefically 


Trouble shooting 


of West Bromwich, Mr. Day, was quoted in 
the local press as saying that there were 
“more than 8,000 persons who had been 
born outside Britain resident in West Brom- 
wich’’. His figure did not, obviously, include 
the children of Immigrants born here who 
we of the NF — and the Immigrants — class 
as being part of the Immigrant community. 

“Since Mr. Day’s information Britain 
has experienced the ‘normal’ annual influx 
of about 30,000 Coloured Immigrants (‘legal’ 
Immigrants); God knows how many 
thousands of illegal Immigrants, plus scores 
of thousands of Asians from Uganda. 

“In view of all this, I still maintain that 
my assessment is very much nearer the truth 
than the ludicrous ‘one per cent’ assessment 
to which Mr. Blundy gave credence. One of 
my envelope addressers reported to me that 
there are 64 Immigrant voters listed as living 
in just four houses in the Beeches Road 
area. West Bromwich’s Immigration problem 
is only ‘small’ in comparison to that of 
Smethwick or Southall. 

“At no time did I state that crimes of 
violence were on the increase here (i.e. in 
West Bromwich). I simply stated that many 
West Bromwich voters had told me that they 
were worried by the incidence of muggings 
in certain areas of Birmingham (such as 
Handsworth) which are near at hand, and 
that they are afraid that such activities will 
spread to West Bromwich as the Immigrant 
population increases. 

“T wondered why Mr. Blundy was so 
inattentive and took so few notes during his 
long interview with me. I now understand 
why. He was obviously wondering how he 
could cook up quotes (sic) to insert in an 
article he had already planned out.” 

In view of my experience with Mr. 
Blundy I think it will be necessary for 
National Front election candidates to take 
up Professor Shockley’s habit of recording, 
by means of a portable tape recorder, every 
single verbal exchange he has with the 


assimilated. “Of course, Britain has always had immi- 
grant minorities, and those who came here before 
1942, with their dependants and relatives, are welcome 
to stay. It was after then that London Transport and 
others started to recruit and exploit immigrants as 
cheap labour. They did not come here for our sunny 
climate and the smile on our Jandladi>s’ faces, but for 
financial reasons. We've got to give massive aid to 
their home countries to make them more attractive 
places to go back to. And we’re going to have to pay 
higher wages to induce whites to do the jobs we've 
used immigrants for”. 

Radical, nationalist change runs through all the 
thinking of the N.F. They oppose the “Banksters” of 
international finance, and want the world’s trading 
system radically reformed. “Each nation can finance 
its own trade. There’s no need to go through interna- 


‘gentlemen’ of the press. I expect this 
precaution would evoke some hurt looks 
and shocked comments . . . but what do 
these sharks expect? 


Nice One, Cyril 


A month or so ago Mr. Cyril Smith, 
the Liberal M.P. for Rochdale, wrote to the 
Rochdale Observer an incredible screed of 
hate against the National Front and the 
British Campaign to Stop Immigration. 

He accused the National Front of being 
a Nazi organisation and of dressing up in 
uniforms, suggested that it was associated 
with Mr. Colin Jordan’s movement, and 
implied that it was an anti-Jewish movement 
which supported Hitlerian tactics against 
Jewish people. 

The letter was so replete with lies, 
defamations and ludicrously inaccurate infor- 
mation about the NF and the B.C.S.I. — but 
at the same time so cunningly constructed, 
that my impression was that the letter had 
been composed for Mr. Smith by some other 
persons — namely the conspiratorial group 
of people who have been uttering lying hate 
propaganda against the NF for years. 

I wrote to Mr. Smith, putting him right 
concerning the policies and tactics of the 
National Front, and sent a copy to the. 
Rochdale Observer, which was duly pub- 
lished. At the same time Mr. Smith received 
a strongly worded letter from the NF’s North 
of England Regional Organiser, Mr. Walter 
Barton. 

As a result of these communications 
and publicity, Mr. Smith has written again 
to the Rochdale Observer in order to “with- 
draw unreservedly” his previous allegations 
against the NF. We hope this timely 
withdrawal came about because Mr. Smtih 
is in every sense a Big Man, and not just 
because of the possibility of having to bear 
the additional burden of a High Court Writ 
in addition to that of a disreputable “research 
department”. 


tional financiers”. They condemn a United Europe 
(reminding us that this was Hitler’s aim) and anything 
which diminishes the sovereignty of the Crown. At 
home, they support resolute action against thuggery, 
gangsterism and drug pushers. 


His worst enemy could not call Martin Webster 
lazy. “We’ve taken on the job of educating the pub- 
lic. They think that Parliament is the seat of govern- 
ment. It’s not. Each of the two main parties is 
responsible to an establishment which tells it what 
to do. Despite discrimination against us in the media, 
we've got through to a lot of people — for example 
by the 3 to 4 million leaflets we’ve distributed. At a 
ward election in Woiverhampton, in a straight fight 
with the Tories, we got 38 per cent of the vote — and 
it could have been more if the Indian community 
hadn't turned out to vote Tory”. 


Very occasionally a non-National Front newspaper publishes a fair and objective comment on the NF and its members. An instance of this is a report in 
Birmingham, a monthly church paper circulating in the West Midlands, by Mr. John Hunwicke. We reproduce the report for the interest of our readers, just 
to show that the whole of the press is not corrupt — only about 99 per-cent! : 
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NF aims 


to fight 


50 seats at 
General Election 


AT A meeting of the National Front 
Directorate recently it was decided that the 
NF should aim to contest 50 seats at the 
next General Election. 

This is far in excess of the 10 seats 
contested in the General Election of 1970 
and considerably more than the 20 to 25 seats 
which were being considered a few months 
ago. The view of the Directorate is that, 
although to fight for 50 seats will involve a 
great challenge and much hard work, it is not 
beyond the National Front’s capacity at the 
present rate of progress. 

Under present laws any party con- 
testing 50 seats or over at a General Election 
is entitled to make an election broadcast on 
television. This itself would be of obvious 
value to the NF, but it is only a partial 
consideration. However many people see 
the broadcast itself, the most important 
fact is that a figure of 50 candidates 
entitling the NF to make it is an undoubted 
milestone in British politics, representing the 
graduation of a party from obscurity to real 
political significance. 
|... We must be realistic about the chances 
‘of. our 50 candidates should we be able to 
‘enter them; the odds against even one of 
them getting elected the coming time round 
‘aré very great: What we aim to do is to use 
the election ‘as a massive public relations 
exercise, to impress the presence of the 
National Front’“upon the country as a 
political alternative of potential force. The 
‘mere size of the campaign will do this, and 
it’ will be ‘that much’ more’emphasised if our 
‘percentage votes are at least respectable. ~ 
TT “At the 1970 ‘General“Election’our ten 
candidates averagéd 3:6 pér-cent of the total 


yote in the constituencies they fought, with 


‘the best percentage being 5.6 and the lowest 
1.9: Moré recently we have obtained much 
better. results; in the by-election at Uxbridge 
in ‘December* we “achieved'8.2 —per-cent, 
despite, the. intervention “of ‘other ariti- 
‘immigration and anti-Common. Market can- 
didates; “ in the ‘recent Greater “London 
Council elections,.. fought..in. constituency 
size ‘areas' we*obtained 7 per-cent in Harrow, 
8.5 ‘per-cent,.in Hayes,..and. an outstanding 
‘1 PS ‘per-cent in Feltham; over'six GLC areas 
swe averaged 6.8 per-cent,’ almost. twice our 
-General Election averages) \ 0 ben! Conse 

> rososWhat..we. will look..for.at.the General 


Election sare percentage» votes which sustain : 
this: ifnprovement:” "We “hope to“'very sub- 


Page eighteen 


stantially improve our national average from 
the previous 3.6 per-cent and to obtain 
among our best results percentages of 8 and 
over. Naturally, we will try with all the 
energy we can summon to do much better 
than even this, but these are results which 
are within our capacity and which, if we 
obtain them, will be highly encouraging. 
Great political victories are not won over- 
night, least of all in Britain; what is important 
is to show an upward trend. 

A huge amount of work and organis- 
ation is going to have to go into this 
campaign. It is going to involve the printing 
of between one and two million election 
addresses for a start; it is going to require a 
vast amount of envelope-addressing; it is 
going to need no little money. Over the next 
few months my colleagues and I are going to 
be working intensively to arrange these 
things. We will need all the support we can 
get. For a start we are going to have to 
substantially expand our number of full- 
time paid workers. This has resulted in our 
launching of a fund for £10,000 over the 
next year for central purposes alone and 
separate from the money that we will need 
in each area to pay for local campaigns and 
deposits. 

Some of the areas in which we intend 
to put up candidates are areas in which at the 
moment we do not yet have any properly 
constituted branches but only active groups. 
We must expand our membership in these 
areas over the next year and there is every 
sign that we will. 
| There is going to be an immense 
amount of work in selecting and training 


‘candidates — as well as election agents and 
other.officials. 


a , aa 
Full-time 
As part of the, need to expand its full-time 
staff. in, preparation.for the next General Election, 
the National: Front needs the. services of a further 
paid worker. The job will involve a very varied 
ratige -of «duties,sometimes. including organising 
work ‘and bearing’a ‘considerable degree of respon- 
ee ee ee 
“Résidence. must be within daily travelling 
distance of headquarters at Croydon. Rate of pay 
.will“be»-discussed..on-interview....Applicants, should 


‘write ‘to: NF7°50° Pawsons: Road, Croydon: CRO 
“2OF:* asiwnnht sot’ oh yd .2baatbilsé teed 


All established branches of the National 
Front as well as active groups will be required 
to assist in an election campaign somewhere. 
In every locality election funds must be 
instituted — if they are not already. 


May 10th Polls 


National Front candidates stood in 
Wolverhampton, Huddersfield and Leeds in 
the municipal elections of May 10th. The 
results were as follows:— 

In the Almondbury ward of Hudders- 
field the NF obtained 187 votes, which 
represented 4.3 per-cent of the poll; in the 
Denton ward the NF obtained 100 votes 
(3.4 per-cent); in the Crossland Moor ward 
the NF obtained 143 votes (2.8 per-cent). 

In Wolverhampton the results were: 
Bushbury ward: NF 160 votes (4.2 per-cent); 
Eastfield ward: NF 304 votes (6.4 per-cent); 
Park ward: NF 283 votes (3.8 per-cent); 
Oxley ward: NF 286 votes (4.9 per-cent); 
St. Peters ward: NF 242 votes (4.3 per-cent). 

In Leeds the NF fought just one ward, 
Richmond Hill, where it obtained 314 votes 
(6.1 per-cent of the poll). 

The Wolverhampton and Huddersfield 
results are rather disappointing when com- 
pared with the percentages achieved by the 
NF in the municipal elections on April 12th. 
The Leeds result, however, is encouraging for 
a first effort. The NF have only been active 
in the area for a very short time and the local 
group’s 6.1 per-cent is a good achievement in 
the circumstances. 


Central Fund 


The National Front has launched a 
Central Fund for the purpose of meeting its 
administrative expenses in the fighting of 
the next General Election, in which it aims 
to put up 50 candidates. This fund is not to 
be confused with local branch funds. 

Branch funds will aim to raise the 
required sum for the fighting of their 
constituency campaigns, i.e. the placing of 
candidates’ deposits, the printing of their 
election literature and other general expenses. 

The Central Fund is to cover the ex- 
pense of administering the whole election 
campaign from headquarters and will include 
the extension of full time secretarial and 
organisational staff as its main item. 

The Central Fund has been set a target 
of £10,000 a year for the next two years, 
starting from the Ist June 1973. 

Contributions and pledges for the first 
year, 1973—74, have so far totalled £1,350. 

We urge all supporters of the National 
Front to give generously so that we may raise 
the desired figure or at least get a substantial 
part of the way towards it. Contributions 
should be addressed to. the National Front, 
50 Pawsons. Road,..Croydon,. CRO. .2QF. 
Cheques or postal orders should be made out 
‘to National Front; No. 2 account. 


sensational Result at 
West Bromwic 


MARTIN WEBSTER gained a truly sen- 
sational result for the National Front in the 
parliamentary by-election at West Bromwich 
on May 24th. Winning 4,789 votes, he 
achieved 16.2 per-cent of the poll. This 
is by far the highest vote, and percentage, 


ever achieved by a British nationalist 
candidate in a parliamentary _ elec- 
tion. 


The result shocked political opponents 
throughout the whole country as a sign of 
the NF’s spectacular progress. 

Mr. Webster fought an energetic cam- 
paign in which he received magnificent 
support from NF sympathisers from all 
over the West Midlands. One of the great 
highlights of this campaign was an impressive 
march through the town in which 300 to 
400 people took part, ending in a stirring 
meeting at a local school hall which over 
400 attended and in which Mr. Webster 
was supported on the platform by well 
known NF personalities including Walter 
Barton and Kingsley Read from Lancashire. 

At a later meeting in the town, not 
supported by large numbers of people from 
other areas, Mr. Webster attracted an 
audience of nearly 100. This is in sharp 
contrast to the meetings of other candidates 
where much smaller audiences were usual. 

Mr. Webster fought the campaign 
mainly on the issues of Immigration, the 
Common Market and rising prices, all of 
which were shown to be of acute concern 
to the electorate. His Tory and Labour 
opponents tried to claim that Immigration 
was not a problem in the town — a fair 
indication of their lack of touch with the 
feelings of the people they purport to 
represent. During the campaign, the Tory 
candidate, Mr. David Bell, although left of 
centre in his party, sought to capitalise on 
Enoch Powell’s high prestige and popularity 
in the area by getting Mr. Powell to speak 
on his behalf. When Mr. Powell refused on 
the grounds that he did not support Mr. 
Bell’s pro-immigration and pro-Common 
Market views, many observers took this as 
an implied support by Mr. Powell for the 
National Front! 

The NF was fortunate enough to 
obtain a fine campaign headquarters right in 
the centre of West Bromwich, where hun- 
dreds of local people were constantly calling 
to pledge their support. 

Quite apart from the votes obtained, 


the campaign has gained a good number of 


STOP PRESS 


We have just heard of the death of that great 
old NF fighter, Mr. James (‘‘Pop’’) Scott. Available 
space does not permit a justified obituary here. 
A full tribute to Mr. Scott, together with an 
account of his work, will be given in the July issue. 


new members for the NF in the area. 
Although many local NF workers 
deserve praise for their dedicated efforts 
during the campaign, special mention must 
be made of Mr. Christopher Allsopp, the 
local Chairman, and Mrs. Allsopp, who 


‘Big Mart’ leads march flanked by two 
attractive bodyguards. 


offered the hospitality of their home to the 
candidate and to Gordon Brown, whose 
organising ability during the campaign was 
an important factor in its success. 


The National Front is Britain’s fastest-growing party which 
says: “Put Britain and the British people first!”. It is the true 
voice of the British people. Its main policies have been proved 
by one opinion poll after another to represent the views of the 
great majority of the British people. Find out more about the 
National Front by completing this form and sending it to: 


puts 
Britain 


First 


The Secretary, National Front, 50 Pawsons Road, Croydon 
CRO 2QF, Surrey. (Tel. 01-684 3730) 


The National Front needs money. It needs the funds to 
print leaflets, pamphlets and posters, to fight elections, to 
mount demonstrations, to organise the biggest patriotic 
movement in Britain. 

So invest in your country’s future. Send a donation to the 
National Front Fighting Fund today. It will be money well 


spent. 
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Marches and Meetings 


After the West Bromwich by-election 
on May 24th and the municipal elections 
on the 7th June, electoral activities on the 
part of the National Front will for the main 
part be concluded for the year 1973. The 
exception to this may be the emergence of 
other by-elections which it would be to the 
NF’s advantage to fight. 

Due to the attention claimed by elec- 
tions, it has been impossible to give a number 
of other activities the priority that would be 
desired. The NF intends to make up for this 
during the later half of the year. A number 
of large marches and public meetings are 
planned for the months July to November, 
culminating in the now traditional Remem- 
brance Day parade on November 11th. All 
NF units are advised to stand by in readiness 
for these events. Branches will be asked to 
make all possible efforts to arrange coach 
and car parties to get to the activities from 
all parts of the country. 

The first major activity of this kind will 
be a march and meeting in Central London 
on Saturday, July 7th, which is advertised 
on page 7. We ask all branches and groups to 
do everything they can to make this occasion” 
a success. 


Also in the later part of the year it is 
intended to hold the long planned leadership 
training courses, in which a great many NF 
members have shown an interest. There will 
be week-end seminars over the next few 
months incorporating training in National 
Front political theory and in _ active 
operations. Seminars will be held in London 
for Southern members and somewhere in the 
Midlands or North of England for Midlands, 
Northern and Scottish members. 

Towards the end of the year it is 
hoped to hold a seminar and conference over 
a week-end for all those taking part in the 
next General Election. 


READ SPARK 


Spark is the National Front paper for 
students. It is published each university 
term by the National Front Students’ 
Association. Get Spark into your local 
university, college or school. Copies may be 
obtained at 2p each or 1p each for quantities 
of 50 or over, with a charge of 20p in the 
£ to cover postage, from: NFSA, 50 Pawsons 
Road, Croydon, CRO 2QF. 


Tory and Labour Funk 
Forum with N.F. 


The Conservative and Labour can- 
didates in the West Bromwich by-election 
got together and arranged to hold an election 
forum at the Dartmouth High School, West 
Bromwich, in the afternoon of Tuesday 
15th May. Announcing their plans at their 
respective press conferences on Tuesday 
morning, both candidates expressed their 
intention and desire to exclude from the 
forum the National Front candidate. 

Mr. Webster, on hearing this infor- 
mation, contacted the Headmaster of the 
School by telephone, and asked to be 
included in the forum. Mr. Webster stated 
that he had no objection whatsoever to his 
opponents addressing the Sixth formers at 
the school during their Liberal Studies 
period, provided he, as a duly nominated 
candidate, was given the same facility. The 
Headmaster of the school refused to grant 
Mr. Webster that equal facility. 

As the school comes under the juris- 
diction of the local authority, and as the 


WANTED 
NF member collects old papers, books, 
insignia, etc. of British Nationalist Move- 
ments. Gifts, exchanges or price-lists to: 


Paul Jarvis 
c/o 50 Pawsons Road 
Croydon, Surrey, CRO 20F. 
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local authority may not grant special facilities 
to some candidates in an election which it 
does not grant to all, Mr. Webster contacted 
the election Acting Returning Officer, the 
Town Clerk, Mr. Key, and drew his attention 
to the matter, pointing out that he was 
willing — even at such short notice — to 
attend the forum. 

Shortly afterwards Mr. Key contacted 
Mr. Webster to state that the forum had been 
cancelled. This can only mean that the 
persons responsible for organising the forum, 
and/or the two candidates who had been 
invited to it, had hoped to give the Tory and 
Labour Parties special advantages, ‘using rate- 
payers’ facilities, which they were determined 
should not be extended to Mr. Webster. By 
this undemocratic attitude they have denied 
the sixth formers of Dartmouth High School 
a lesson in democracy. 


Out of their 
own mouths 


Let mortals beware of words, 
For with words we lie, 

Can say peace 

When we mear war. 

Foul thought speak fair, 

And promises falsely. 


From:— The Hymn to the United Nations 
by W. H. Auden 


NF Gets 


Moving In 
Canterbury 


The National Front has recently started 
to make a big impact in Canterbury, and it is 
expected that the active group there will very 
shortly be given official recognition as a 
branch. 

At a meeting in the old city on May 
11th an audience of about 60 were in 
attendance. NF Chairman John Tyndall 
appeared as guest speaker and gave an outline 
to several newcomers of the issues on which 
the movement opposed the present Govern- 
ment. During the Meeting Mr. Sidney 
Hooper, candidate for the Westgate ward in 
the local council elections, was introduced 
and also spoke. A lively question time 
followed and an excellent collection was 
raised. Mr. David Smith was in the chair. 

Many new members were recruited as 
a result of the meeting. 

The rise of the NF in Canterbury has 
got the left-wing rattled. As the city is a 
hotbed of leftist students, including some of 
the most unpleasant type, it was to be 
expected that the NF would meet frenzied 
opposition there. Several attempts have been 
made to intimidate the owners of premises 
let for NF meetings, but this has not stopped 
the NF group. 

Canterbury NF members are par- 
ticularly distinguished by their vigour in 
writing to local newspapers and a good deal 
of support has been won as a result of this. 


SPEARHEAD FUND 


Contributions to the Spearhead 
Development Fund for the last month have 
totalled £28.50. We now need to raise a 
further £44.50 to cover our running expenses 
for the year 1973. 

All contributions should be sent to 
Spearhead, 50 Pawsons Road, Croydon, 
CRO 2QF. 


Pass on 
SPEARHEAD 


to your friends 


Printed and published by Albion Press, 50 Pawsons Road, Croydon, Surrey, CRO 2QF 


————— Dine’ gl 


